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am fc : om : 
e perform naval service, who go to sea, who || letters, and no more. 
Ww 


\ tthe waves, Who encounter the storms, who Mr. Y ULEE. I move that the Senate concur. 
bans watch atnight, who expose themselves to the || { have examined it, and it accomplishes the pur- 
a of the deep, to the beatings of the storms. || POS¢. 

Sor ete the men who, on a naval bill, are en- || The amendment of the House to the amend- 
; ‘ead +. an increase of compensation; but those | ment of the Senate was concurred in. 
vontemer@who live on shore, sleep comfortably || BILL BECOME A LAW. 

avery night, quietly in their closets pursue their 

_wntific studies, are meritorious enough in their | 
way, and if it be that the Government should have | 
euch officers, as possibly it ought, then I should 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bucnanay, his Secretary, an- 
| nounced that he had yesterday approved and 
signed a joint resolution for the relief of Com- 


ay them, pay them amply, reward them munifi- 
cantly’, if you please, but reward them as scien- 


| 
| Navy. 
uge gentlemen, and not as officers of the Navy. || f 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Sir, 1b is not creditable to the Navy that you put || Mr. GREEN. I move now to take up the res- 


men on an equal footing with naval officers, who || olution, which lies on the table, providing for an 
nerform no naval duty, and have performed none, || adjournment on the 20th of April. [** Oh, no yp") 
some of them for nearly a quarter of a century. 1|| Mr. CLAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
want this to be @ bill to pay naval officers, not || The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
men who have titles in the Navy, who are called | adjourned. : 

lieutenants or called captains, but who shirk the 


sea and all its perils, who are glad to live on shore. | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
1} 
1 


| am not going to vote a dollar of increased com- | WeEDNEspay, March 28, 1860. 
pensation to any of that class of officers. To those | a MN de ilk os tedon ition’ ian 
who pursue the Navy as a profession, encounter | b es Ch. iat Re ep ae 7 i ee * = er 
its perils, and its responsibilities, I am ready and | a J oP rary eae eres p re nee 
willing, and anxious, to vote increased compen- || RR a UERAS Us YESELUAY WAS reRn Ana Approved. 
sation. | UNITED STATES ART COMMISSION. 
Mr.GRIMES. Iask for the yeas and nays on | Mr. PETTIT. Lask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to take from the Speaker’s table a 
| letter from the Secretary of War, communicating 
| the report of the United States Art Commission, 


theamendment. 1 want to record my vote against 
it, because I believe it is calculated to create a spe- 
cies of favoritism. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY. [ trust my friend from Lou- 
isiana will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I did not offer the amend- 
ment myself; but when the Senator from Texas 


Library. 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
MARY E. CASTOR. 


proposed to strike out the second section of the Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There is a 


bill, | preferred that this should be inserted rather || pension to Mrs. Mary E. Castor. The first hus- 


than to strike out the section entirely. . : ; 
2 | band of this lady, Lieutenant Whitehorn, of the 
Mr. MALLORY. I trust the Senator from || Army, died of disease contracted in the service of 


| 
| 
| 
ill withd } d it will d | 
Texas will withdraw the amendment; it will de- | the United States, at Fort Winnebago, Wiscon- 


and | am opposed to striking out that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let us vote it down. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will vote against the amend- 
ment myself. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Chesnut, Clingman, Collamer, Foot, 
Hammond, Hemphill, Iverson, Kennedy, Latham, and 


| 
a > . . ~ 
crease the pay of the head of the Observatory, | sin. Her second husband, Lieutenant Castor, 


fornia, and was stationed for a year or more at 


to live in a tent, and where he contracted disease, 


support whatever. I hope that, under these cir- 
Wigfall—10. 
aan Anthony, Benjamin, Bigler, Bingham, |; bill taken up, and passed. 

ragg, Bright, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Clay, Crittenden, || TE : i etal . 
Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, i] Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the rv gular 


| 
Green. Grimes | order of business. 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice; Bautoterg, Bebe’ ee WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope my 
Wan, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbutl, Wade, and Yulee—36. || colleague will not object in this case. 
So the amendment was rejected. Mr. FARNSWORTH. [know of many cases 
Mr. HARLAN. I desire to renew the amend- |} before the House that are just as meritorious as 
ment that was adopted in Committee of the Whole |} this one. 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from The bill (S. No. 247) for the relief of Mary E. 
Maine in reference to chaplains, to insert after line || Castor was taken up and read. It directs the 
sixty-five of the bill: 
Every chaplain shall be permitted to conduct public 
Worship according to the manner and forms of the ehurch 
of whieh he may be a member ; and every chaplain retained 


in the service shiail be required to report annually to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy the official services performed by him. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 
MARKS ON NEWSPAPERS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
present to the Senate a bill from the House of 
“presentatives, with an amendment to anamend- | 


rollthe name of Mary E. Castor, widow of First 
Lieutenant Thomas F. Castor, late of the United 
States Army, at the rate of $26 663 per month, 
from the 9th day of December, 1859, for and dur- 
ing her life or widowhood. 

Mr. BURNETT. [ do not see any reason 
why this bill should be taken up now, 1n prefer- 
| ence to others. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope m 








It is a small matter. Thig lady is nearly blind, 
and has no means of support. 
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w increasing the wages of naval officers each shall be eharged for the receipt and delivery of said | Mr. MAYNARD. 


mander H. J. Hartstene, of the United States | 


that it may be referred to the Committee on the | 


Senate bill on the Speaker’s table, granting a small | 


| also of the United States Army, was sent to Cali- | 
Fort Tejon, where he and his family were obliged | 


| anddied. His widow is now left entirely destitute. 
| Sheis nearly blind, and is without any means of | 


| cumstances, the House will consent to have the 


Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension | 


friend from Kentucky will let this bill be passed, || 


New Senries..... No, 89, 


Lask the gentleman from 

|| Pennsylvania to suspend the call for a moment, 
until Lean reporta couple of cases from the Court 
of Claims—cases which I was prevented front 
reporting the other day. ~ 

Mr. GROW. I must insist on the regular or- 
|, der of business. 

BANKS THROUGHOUT THE UNION, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- 
nual report of the Secretary of the Treasury en 
the condiffon of the banks throughout the Union; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 

, printed. 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Terr- 

‘tory of New Mexico, transmitting copies of the 
following memorials and joint resolutions of the 
Legislative Assembly of that ‘Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Memorial for payment of certain miftiamen 
called into service against the Apache Indians, by 
Acting Governor William S. Messervey, A. D. 
1854—passed 1857-58; ] 

Memorial for the payment of volunteers under 
Major Ramon Luna, organized under orders No. 
22, of Colonel EK. W. B. Newby—passed 1857-58; 

Preamble and joint resolutions asking for the 
payment of militiamen and volunteers aforesaid— 
passed 1858-59; and 

Memorial asking for the fayment of militiamen 
and volunteers aforesaid—passed 1859-60. 

KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
| “communication from the Secretary of State for the 
State of Kentucky, transmitting certificates in re- 
lation to gcontested-election case from that State; 
which was referred to the Committee of Elections, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POLYGAMY IN UTAH. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business regu- 
larly in order before the House was the consider- 
ation of House bill No. 7, reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to punish and prevent the 
panies of polygamy in the Territories of the 
United States, and other places, and disapprov- 
ing and annulling certain acts of the to 
Assembly of the Territory of Utah; the pending 
question being on Mr. Nexson’s motion to re- 
commit, on which the previous question had been 
demanded, but not seconded. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to withdraw the mo- 
tion to recommit, and ask that the bill be put upon ‘ 
ils passage, 

Mr. MORRILL. I object to the withdrawal of 
the motion. 

Mr. BRANCH. I now ask permission to pre- 
sent an amendment to the bill, The amendment 
has been printed by order of the House. ‘a 

Mr. MORRILL repeated his objection. ¢ 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Vermont 
cannot object to the withdrawal of the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has the right to withdraw his motion; and 
now the amendment offered by the gentleman trom 
North Carolina is in order. 

Mr. BRANCH. Who is entitled to the floor, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Tle SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is entitled to it. 

Mr. NELSON. I yield it to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, with the understanding that 











' | he will renew the previous question. ‘4 

ment of the Senate. Mr. BURNETT. Very well; let it go. Mr. MORRILL. I object to any arrangement a 
th - Senate proceeded to consider the action of |@ The bill received its several readings, and was || o¢ that kind - ‘7 
© house of Representatives upon the amend- |) passed. Mr BRANCH The gentleman from Tennes- ‘ 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 241) || Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- || ..2 haying withdrawn his motion to recommit, | ee 
suthorizin publishers to print on their papers | consider the vote by which the bill was passed ; || present snes annandianins to, the bull. “i e 
= date w 1en Pas ee expire. The House || and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider Mr. MORRILL. I object to the gentleman cal 
Neurred in all the nate amendments except |, on the table. : | from Tennessee yielding the floor for any purpose a 
a last one, for which they proposed to substi- The latter motion was agreed to. || whatever “a 

; : > BUSINESS AN coy >» gentle has ie 

And be it . REGULAR ORDER OF BUSINESS. | Mr. BRANCH. I believe the gentleman ‘ 
livered within bles uslaecnaren epee tip-eeetnalncn: Mr. GROW. I call for the regular order of || no right to object to a member iiding the floor, ; i 
ler the authority of the Post Office Department, one cent |! business. + whenever a member pleases to do so. ee i 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has the floor in his own right. The gen- 


a rt 


i 


tieman from ‘Tennessee withdrew his motion, and | 
the gentleman from North Carolina obtained the | 


floor and offered his amendment. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I hope the gentleman will 
not move the previous question. The Delegate 
from Utah wants to be heard on the sabject. 

Mr. BRANCH. EL now offer my amendment. 

Mr. WHITELEY. 
read, and then let us have the amendment read. 

The bill was read. The preamble recites that 
itis admitted that polygamy is permitted by the 
municipal regulations of one of the Territories of 
this Union, and is sought to be justified on the 
ground that this abomination in a Christian coun- 
try is a religious rite of the inhabitants of said 
Tefritory; and that no principle of sel&govern- 


Let the original bill be | 


ment or citizen sovereignty can require or justify | 


the practice of such moral pollution, The bill 
therefore enacts that if any person, being married 
and an inhabitant of any Territory of the United 
States, or other place over which the United States 
possess exclusive jurisdiction, shall intermarry 
or cohabit with any other person of persons, or 
live with any person or persons as partners, ac- 


knowledging conjugal relations, the former hus- | 


band or wife being alive, he, she, or they, so of- 


fending, shall,on conviction thereof, pay a fine not | 


exceeding $500, and be imprisoned not less than 
two years nor more than five years; provided, 
nevertheless, that this seetion, or anything therein 
contained, shall not extend to any person whose 
husband or wife shall absent him or herself one 


from the other for the space of five years, the one | 


of them not knowing the other to be living within 
that time, nor to any who shall be, at the time of 
such marriage, divorced by competent authority, 


orto any whose former marriage, by sentence of | 


competent authority, éhall have been declared 
void, 

The second section disapproves and annuls an 
ordinance of the provisional government of the 
State of Deseret, so called, entitled ** An ordinance 
incorporating the Church of Jesus Christ of Lat- 
ter Day Saints,’’ passed February 8, 1851, and 
odontal, reenacted, and made valid by @he Gov- 
ernor and Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Utah, by an act, passed January 19, 1855, en- 
titled ** An act in relation to the compilation and 
revision of the laws and resolutions in force in 


Utah Territory, their publication and distribu- | 


tion,’’ and all other acts and parts of acts hereto- 
fore passed by the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of Utah which establish, support, main- 
tain, shield, or countenance, polygamy; provided, 
that this act shall be so limited and construed as 
not to affect or interfere with the right of prop- 
erty legally acquired under the ordinance hereto- 
fore mentioned, nor the right ** to worship God 
according to the dictates of conscience,’’ but only 
to annul ali acts and laws which establish, main- 
tain, protect, or countenance, the practice of po- 
lygamy, evasively called spiritual marriage, how- 
ever disguised by legal or ecclesiastical solemni- 
ties, sacraments, ceremonies, consecrations, or 
other contrivances, 

The Clerk then read Mr. Brancn’s amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Strike out the preamble and first section of the bill, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stotes in Congress assembled, That the third 
and fourth sections of the act entitled “ An act to establish 
a territorial government for Utah,” approved 9th of Sep- 
tember, 1850, be, and the same are hereby, repealed.’ 

Sec. 2. .4nd be it further enacted, That hereafter the 
legislative power, as defined and limited in said act, shall 
be vested in the Governor and thirteen of the most fit and 
discreet persons of the Territory, to be called the Legisla- 
tive Council, who shall be appointed biennially by the Bres- 
ident of the United States, by and with the advice and cen- 
sent of the Senate, from among the citizens of the United 


States residing therein, and without reference to any dis- | 


tricts which have heretofore been laid off. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the firstappoint- |, 


ments under this act shall be made on or before the 4th of 


March, 1861, on which day said appointments shall take || 


effect. 


Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I hold the floorby 
the courtesy of the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Netson,] and, in accordance with his 
wishes, I shall consume but a few moments in ex- 
planation of the amendment which I have offered tp 
this bill. It will b6 observed that the bill reported 
from the Judiciary Committee contains two sec- 


tions, each section having a distinct object in view. || 


| 
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| ritorial government of Utah. 
|» that course, two courses would still be open tous | 





| 
| 


re under those general laws, they are brought | 


_ ly grave and serious difficulties‘ There is no 
| ritory lying adjacent to them, that they can be 


pe the people of Utah under the general laws that 





criminal offense throughout all the Territories of | bered, attach them to Cali 


the United States. The second section ee 
to disapprove and annul certain acts of the Terri- |) 
tory of Utah, sanctioning and upholding polyga- 
my. The amendment that I propose is to strike 
out so much of the bill reported by the committee | 
as proposes to render polygamy criminal in all 
the Territories of the United States, and to retain | 
only so much of it as disapproves and annuls all | 
laws of the Territory of Utah sanctioning and per- 
mitting polygamy. We have a right, Mr. Speak- 
er, to disapprove and annul those laws of Utah, 
because that right has been expressly reserved by 
the act organizing that Territory. I have no dif- 
ficulty in voting for any bill ahichatesdinnspeeve 
and annul those acts. There is nothing in any 
such bill that would be a violation of the rights of | 
Utah, or of any great principle that has been laid | 
down for the guidance of the legislation of the | 
country in reference to the Territories. The ques- 
tion whether we shall pass a general law rendering | 
criminal this practice in all the Territories of the | 
Union, brings up a different class of considerations | 
altogether. I will suggest to my friénds upon this | 
side of the House, that if we can render polygamy | 
criminal, it may be claimed that we can also ren- 
der criminal that other ** twin relic of barbarism,”’ || 
slavery, as it is called in the Republican platform | 
of 1856. I therefore cannot vote for any pro- || 
vision that will make a general law in regard to | 
polygamy applicable to all the Territories of the | 

Jnion; and | feel less hesitation in pursuing this | 
course, because we are not without a remedy | 
against polygamy, as complete as, and, in my 
opinion, more effective than, a law of Congress 
declaring it criminal. 

There are two modes, sir, in which we can 
reach this practice—a practice which has been | 
well declared by the committee to be condemned 
by.the public sentiment of the civilized world, and 
condemned by the legislation of the civilized | 
world. One mode is by a total repeal of the ter- | 
In case we adopt 


in carrying out that policy. We could cither at- 
tach Utah to the adjacent Territories, or we could 


iave been passed for the government of our citi- | 
zens occupying the unorganized territory of the 
Union. 

I object to the latter mode; because, if they are | 


»efore Congress for all their local and municipal 
regulations. Instead of reliéving ourselves of trou- 
ble, we only bring additional trouble upon our- || 
selves and additional consumption of the public 
time, with greatly increased opportunities to dis- 
turb the peace of the Union. 
The other mode which I suggest—to attach 

them to the adjacent Territories—is open to — 

er- 


attached to, that they would not be able by their 


| superior numbers to control and mold according 


! 


The first section proposes to make polygamy a || 


to their own views 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Will the gentle- | 
man allow me to interrupt him fora moment? | 
Mr. BRANCH. I will, sir. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. With reference to 
the last remark of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, concerning the Territories adjacent to 
Utah, I desire to say that the Committee on Ter- 





GLOBE. 





| fornia is a State, and would refuse 
a Territory adjacent, with a view t¢ 


| territorial government of 


| gress as persons occupying the unorganj 


, decline to yield the floor further. 


} apnea by the 


i} 


jacent Territories, 
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fornia, because Cali. 
right under the Constitution to vefnse, ” has a 
them. The only course that we could receive 
would be to attach them to some Territor Pursue 
at present organized, orto carve out and oe 

Beis 
q 0 absorb and 
» obliged to discard 
ct of repealing the 
. ' Utah, with a view 
control them, either by direct legislation of i 


zed ter. 
m to the ad. 


control them. I am, therefore 
all consideration of the proje 


ritory of the Union, or to attach the 


is _ SCOTT. Lask the gentleman from North 
‘arolina to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object, and rise to q ue 
tion of order. The gentleman from North ds : 
lina is speaking in the time extended to bien os 
the instance of the Committee on the Judiciary, . 
If this thing is to go on, we shall be deprived 
the right of making any further report at aij 

Mr. BRANCH. I recognize the fact that lon 
ae by the courtesy extended to me; and jf 
objection be made, I cannot yield the floor to any 
one. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I must object. 

Mr. NOELL. I desire to say to the House—— 

Mr. BRANCH. I must decline to yield the 
floor. I obtained the floor with the underst 
that I was to occupy it but a short time. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish the courtesy of the 
House for one moment to enable me to say, that 
when this bill was before the Judiciary Commit. 
tee I was ill, confined to my house, and not able 
to be present in the committee room. I now wish 
to state that I am opposed to one feature of the 
bill. I believe we have no power to pass a crim- 
inal law which is to operate within the Territory 
of Utah, or within any other organized Territory 
of the United States. I am, however, in favor of 
any measure which will lead to the extermination 
of this evil; and, therefore, I shall most cheer- 
fully go for the amendment proposed by my friend 


anding 


| from North Carolina. 


Mr. BRANCH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I must 
I must be al- 
lewed to proceed with my remarks without fur- 
ther interruption. Now, sir, I have disposed, as 
I conceive, of two plans which have been pro- 
posed. The third plan is the one embraced in 
my amendment. It is not only to deprive the acts 
already passed by the Territorial Legislature of 


| Utah, sanctioning or permitting the practice of 


polygamy, of their legal authority, but to control 
future legislation by taking into our hands the 
appointment of the law-making power for that 


ae erritory, so as to prevent the passage of any 
‘ more similar laws. 


This, Mr. Speaker, isno new policy in reference 
to the Territories of the Union. The eairliest w- 


| stance of a territorial government that we have 


in our history is that created by the ordinance of 


| 1787 for the Territories northwest of the Ohi. 


Accordinging to that ordinance, two stages of ter- 
ritorial government were provided for. In the 
first stage the legislative power was vested in the 
Governor and judges of the Territory, who were 
resident. 

ut whenever a Territory had attained a pop- 
ulation of five thousand inhabitants, they were 
authorized to elect one btanch of their Territorial 


ritories now have that subject under considera- | Legislature. So faras I am informed, in no single 


tion, and I announce to this House that different | 
opinions prevail on the subject. I think that | 
there are Territories around Utah of sufficient ; 
strength to control the political as well as the | 
motal action of that Territory in the law-making | 
peeets and it is now in contemplation—what will | 
»e the result I know not, but the Committee on 

Territories are now investigating the propriety of | 
pareeling out that Territory, and destroying its | 
Government, with a view to puta stop to these | 
enormities which they have the credit ofcommit- 


this country. 


ting, and their depredations upon the citizens of * 1836, Lipbent Was may serine Teno? allowe 


| 


1 


instance in the early history of the Government 
was any Territory, in its incipient stage, allowed 
to elect both branches of its Legislature. The first 
instance, 1 believe, of allowing an incipient Tern- 
tory to elect both branches of its Legislature was 
in thé case of the territorial government of Wis- 
consin in 1836. That,sir,inaugurateda total rev- 
olution in our territorial policy. Our fathers never 
held that the people ofa Territory had the right = 
exercise sovereign power over the portion of - 
public lands which they occupied. Never — 


to elect the members of both branches of their 


Mr. BRANCH. Lam still of the opinion—al- , Territorial Legislature. 


though I have great respect for the opinion of the 


gentleman from Missouri upon this question—I | received their earl 
am still of the opinion that it is not possible, in || they are Indiana, 


I have before me a list of the Territories which 
training under that syst™; 
Illinois, Michigan, Tennessee, 


the nature of things, that any of our unsettled | Mississippi, Louisiana, Missouri, Alabama, Ark- 


territories adjacent to the Territory of Utah can 
have a sufficient population to control the Mor- 


| 
: 
mon population. e cannot, let it be remem- | 


| 
| 
| 


ansas,and Florida. These Territories all eas : 
their tutelage, or a portion of it, under the salu 
tary restraints of systems of government conform 
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—— . ° j “ 
az, in all essential particulars, to that prescribed || “Mr. LOGAN. I understand that the gentle- | 
Ings z 
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uli epee Mr. McQUEEN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Sa She ordinance of 1787. These Territories Were -|} man who made the call for the previous question | Bona, was canfined to his room by illness, and 
= * i governed, and gave but little trouble to the || is willing to withdraw it for me. I only ask the | that be was paired. 
ive ,and g bg S - ae | re N 
aa balance of the Union. In due time they were ad- | privilege of moving an amendment to the bill, | Mr. POTTLE stated that, if he were not paired 
her aitted into the Union, and now form some of the which, when read to the House, will I think meet || with Mr. Eneuisu, he would have voted in the 
ize . vet magnificent States in the Confederacy. || with no objection. || negative. 
Le s D> . - cy ” Qo >» r . ~~ . . 
nd minder the system inaugurated in 1836, when | The SPEAKER. The question before the || | Mr. SICKLES stated that he was paired with 
rd Wisconsin was introduced, we have had Utah and || House is the motion to lay upon the table, which {| Mr. Burnuam. 
“ Kansas, Which have given us more trouble than |/ must be first dis osed of. | Mr. THAYER stated that, understanding it 
to all the Territories organized within the first forty Mr. ETHER DGE. I object to any and to all || was the intention to postpone the further consid- 
’n- wears of the Government put together. Iam in | agreements farming out the floor. I insist upon || eration of the subject, and make ita special order, 
a oe then, of returning to the system which | mee question being taken. || he would vote in the negative. 
ud worked so well in reference to the old Territories. r, BURCH. Idemand the yeasand nayson || Mr. WHITELEY stated that he was paired 
Whenever the people occupyinga Territory show, | the motion to lay upon the table. || for this week with Mr. McPuenson, and that if 
rth by their conduct, that they are unfit for self-gov- || The yeas and nays were ordered, || he were not paired, he would have voted in the 
Y ment, I have no hesitation in withdrawing from The question was taken; and it was decided in || affirmative. 
e << oF . . rT o 
es. them the privilege of self-government, and placing | the negative—yeas 19, nays 148; as follows: Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Vance was 
ro- in the hands of the Federal Government thecon- |} ~YEAS—Messrs. Barr, Bouligny, Boyce, Branch, Horace | paired with Mr. Covope. 3 
at trol over their law-making power. It is useless || F. Clark, Cooper, Hamilton, Haskin, Hindman, Holman, Mr. COBB said: Mr. Speaker, I want healthy Coe 
ry ¢ to be eternally dabbling in the dirty waters || [loustou, MeQuecn, McRae, Montgomery, Sydenham legislation upon this subject. 1 cannot vote for thal 
y. jor us : ’ Le iain wlio Moore, Stallworth, ‘Taylor, Vallandigham, and Winslow— || he bi . a #8 
of below the spring-head. Let us repeal the objec- | jg, the bill as it originally came to the House; but I € 
tionable laws they have already passed; and then | NAYS—Messrs. Charles . Adams, Green Adams, Ald- ainderstand that it is the intention to put the bill 6 
am jet us take it out of their power to do more mis- || rich, Allen, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. An where it can be amended and perfeeted. I am for a 
if hief, by withdrawing from them the control over || detseu, Ashinore, Avery, Babbitt, Barrett, Beale, Bing- || some law for the suppression of polygamy. Bie 
enlel, 9) ; wen: Lat ‘fw the fi ham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, But Mr. FRANK io oo han . 
hy their law-making power. Let us purify the foun: || gnton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Butterfield, Campbell, War. ALIN TN, Was absent when my name a 
tain head, and then we will have no more trouble || Carey, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Clark was called, [ ask leave to vote. a 
in attempting to purify the streams that flow from B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Objection was made. bt 
ms aera || deme Crate Burton Crago, Clawrord, Cury Cure JOR || Mr. FRANK. If allowed to vote, T would 
the I desired to go somewhat more into the discus- || punn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Fars. || 2ave voted in the negative. I want to state that 
ing sion of this question than I have done. I had || worth, Fenton, Morence, Foster, French, Gartrell, Gilmer, || my colleague, Mr. Mac ray, is paired with Mr. . 
desired to express some views of a more general 1] + sre egg 1 Hall, gos Morrison Harris, Hatton, | Ferry. ’ 
: in refere » ie || Heimick, Hickman, Hill, Hoard, Howard, Hughes, Hum- My PARKS 7 ae = ahs 
the character in reference to the propriety of Congress |) pteaat Sdeehine. Jeckeon, Jenkins Jenne, Freucia We ..kos Mr. BARKSDALE, not being within the bar ni 
hat taking upon itself to egies directly for the Ter- || logg, William Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, Lainar. DeWitt || When his name was called, asked leave to vote. : 
lit ritories of the Union; but I have only been per- || C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Love, Mallory, Mr. BINGHAM objected. 
ble mitted to introduce this amendment, and to make || ee 5. ee tere eee ae ee Mr. BARKSDALE stated that he would have 
ish this explanation, through the courtesy of the gen- || , ilison, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy | voted in the negative, 
P ae 2 Morris, Magmc, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noeil, Olin, Pal- || ' ~ “ . ae 
the tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Nexson,]and under || mer, perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, | .Mr. GOOCH, not being within the bar when 
m- ise that 1 would consume only a few min- || Rice, Christopher Kobinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, | his name was called, asked leave to vote. 
a prom : 7 ; : : ; 72) 
ry utes; andin accordance with the pledge I made to || Schwartz, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, || Objection was made. 
d os 5 : *|| Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, Stevenson, James A. Stew- || The v d body 
ry him in the outset, I now move the previous ques- maint eke : : Thawver, || he vote was announced as above recorded. 
7 ’ || art, William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Tappan, Thayer, || re : . a 
of tion. : || ‘Theaker, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, ‘Trimble, Underwood, Mr. BRANCH. With the permission of the 
on Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say one word be- || Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wastiburn, || gentleman from Teniiessee, (Mr. Nexson,]} | 
er- fore the gentleman takes his seat. eet eee ells, Wilson, Windom, Woodson, || withdraw the call for the previous question, in 
nd Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Texas || “80° US0'~"** || order that the motion may be made for the post- 
is aware that | am under a promise to call the So the subject was not laid upon the table, | ponement of the further consideration of the bill. 
ust revious question. If the majority of the House | During the vote, Mr. LOGAN. I now propose the followin 
eae msaeis Mr. BARR said: Mr. Speaker, I have been || : 
al- are in favor of having the discussion proceed fur- Mr, Dé said: Mr. opeaker, f have been || amendment: ty 
ur- ther, let them vote down the call. sppenes to by the gendeman from Tennessee, Amend by striking out all after the enacting clause, and te 
, as Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I hope the House {[Mr. Nexson,] and by others, to withdraw my | inserting as follows, to wit: $ 
; Te . vi ati | motion that the whole subject be laid upon the | That the act entitled “ An act to establish a territorial 
we will vote down the call for the previous question. “hie. T a ditam le ab _ if it will te with || goVermment for Utah,” approved September 9, 1850, be, and 
| in Mr. LOGAN, Mr. LAMAR, and others, rose || ° ' Ss 5 eee : the same is hereby, repealed : Provided, Tat all suits, pro- 
ucts and claimed the floor. | the consent of the House. | cess, and proceedings, civil and criminal, at law and in 
eof The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that the Mr. SHERMAN. At the suggestion of gentle- | eee meena = p earns bs -— 
af ; oo z . , ie Pao. eee e : rages & pe g and undetermined in the courts of said Territo- 
7 question before the House is on seconding the call || me non both meen of the somes [ = mane that ry, established by the act aforesaid, when this act shail take 
tro for the previous question, which is not debatable. | the further consideration of this subject be post- || cHeet, shall be transferred to be heard, tried, prosecuted, 
the Mr. LOGAN. | appeal to the gentleman from | poned until next Monday, after the morning hour, | and determined, in the district courts of the Territories here- 
that Tennessee to withdraw the call for the previous | and made the special order for that day. meee, parse Oe ae Sere o e+ se 
any question, to permit me to offer an amendment. Mr. GROW. I object. : || crimes and aiadomeanene against the laws i: force within 
_ Mr. NELSON. All I wish to say to the House Mr. HINDMAN. | object to the withdrawal | the said limits may be prosecuted, tried, and punished, in 
nee is this: I wish that the House shall take a vote || of the motion to lay upon the table. I wish to the courts established by this act ; and all penalties, forfteit- 
} in upon this question this morning, and I am will- |; puta question to the gentleman from Missouri, | "5; 2¢tions, and causes of action, may be recovered under 
ave ing that the time shall be divided | Mr. C this act in like mann 'r as they would have been under the 
ee § that the time shall be divided up among those (Mr. LARK. | ; | laws in force within the limits composing said ‘Territory at os 
e of gentlemen who desire to speak upon this question, || Mr. GROW. I son. || the time this act shall go into operation. , 
hio. provided that the bill be passed upon finally dur- Mr. HINDMAN. I willoccupy buta moment. || Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That the distriet of coun- 


A member of the Committee on Territories [M r, | ty which is embraced within the following limits, to wit: 


- aA? . ° . | beginning at the northeast corner of the Territory of New 
Crank, of Missouri] has just stated, if f under- || yexieo, thence running north on the one hundred and third 
stood him correctly, that that committee has now | (103d) meridian until it intersects the forty-seeond (42d) 


under consideration a proposition for abrogating || parallel of north latitude ; thence west on said paratlel to 
the present organization of Utah, and parceling {| the one hundred and thirteenth (113th) meridian of longi- 


ter- aoe session. 

the he SPEAKER. The only question before the | 
the House is the call for the previous question. 
vere Mr. LAMAR. The gentleman from Tennes- | 


see has yielded me the floor for five minutes. 











. 7 ' ; ° . — iat we | tude westof Greenwich; thence south on said meridian to 
Op- Mr: BRANCH. I will make this suggestion || out its territory among adjacent Territories, now || the northern boundary of the Territory of New Mexico ; 
yere to the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Netson,]} | existing or to be created, That would effectually || thence, following the-boundary of said Territory, to the AS 
yrial who has shown himse f to be very liberal in ac- | break down the obnoxious practices now preva- || Place.of a ginning, be, and the same is $y oe 
le : ° ft * sn ll da dais ening » tnnwere. is saanlatiqgn organize into a temporary government, to be cahec le 
ng Sonne those who wish to diseuss this bill: || lent there, by opening the jury-box and legislative || Territory of Jcffersonia; sad the provisions of the act for 
nen that, to enable the subject to be more fully consid- || seats to citizens free from Mormon taint. The | the organization of the Territory of Nebraska, approved 
wed ered, without interfering with the other business | bill reported by the Judiciary Committee does not || May 30, 1854, are hereby declared to be the organic act of 
first of the House, hé allow it to be postponed for one || accomplish this; it would be a dead letter on the | — canes - ng ety gegen mea morte Be 
‘errl- Ww 5 | £ : At Red = >, | belore described, as 8 visions said ac ‘ ay |! 
: “a8 - a . || Statute book ; for while it imposes pg@nalties, ut | were hercin set forth and particularly reénacted ; and until — ‘ ' 
Wi Mr. NELSON. Ifthat is the wish of the House, | leaves their enforcement to Mormon juries, acting | the Legislature of said Territory shall otherwise provide, i 
Wis- = the understanding that it shall be the special || under Mormon law. The amendment offered by | the seat of government of said Territory shall be at Denver “4 
|rev- order, | have no objecti T || the gentle from North Carolina [Mr. Brancu] | City: 4 
jection. | the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Brancn] | City. , é ‘ 
ever Mr. SHERMAN. I object to its being made } is better; and 1 shall vote for it, unless the policy | Terriiory TU Leneted es Mabie: hontening sea poiat 0 
rht to &specialorder. I think we had better go on and | of abrogating the territorial government and par- | on the forty-seeond (42d) parallel of north Intitude, wiiere Aang 
“= _ the subject to-day. celing out the territory can be substituted. To | a one eee and ——— — — of — aj 
unt r. BARR. I move to la the whole subject || enable the Committee on Territories to reportsuch | tude crosses the same; thence south on the said meridian nat 
-ed 0 7 J 1} > os ‘ to the thirty-seventh (37th) parallel of north latitude; thence 
their — table. | a plan, I shall vote to lay this bill on the table. | wost on said parallel until it intersects the boundary of the a) 
the! r. LOGAN, Letme firstoffermyamendment. | Mr. BOULIGNY stated that hiscolleague, Mr. || State of California; thence, following the said boundary, to 7 
“oh Mr. STEVENSON. All this discussion is out || Lanprum, was detained at his rooms by illness. | the forty-second (42d) parallel of north latitude ; thence east ao 
chic of order, as I understand, and I object. | Mr. MALLORY stated that Mr. Leake was || 0” sald parallel to the place of berinning, be, and the same ‘a 
stem; ay 1LOGANN. The gentleman from Tennes- | paired off with Mr, Stanton for this week. oe eae aan ata eae Nevada; and the ‘ 
_ (Mr. Netson] has yielded to me to offer an 1 Mr. MAYNARD said: For the last two or || provisions of the said act for the organization of the said a 
Ar 4 an neat. three days, [ have been paired with Mr. Strat- a - eas aeene — _ Peotone aoe ‘ 
sse s : ’ > eclared to be the organie act the sai e e 
= a UNDERWOOD. I object. __ || tox, By consent of his colleague, Mr. Nixow, | Cade, with tod Pecetecine Sthoinbefore fast described, ad 
oe e SPEAKER. The motion to lay the bill || my pair is terminated, and I vote in the nega-~ | futty'as if the provisions of said act were herein set forth 5a 
form- en the table is the pending’ motion. tive. | and particularly reénacted ; and until the Legislature of said 
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Territory shall otherwise provide, the seat of government 
of the same shall be at Genoa. 





Mr. LOGAN. I merely want to get thatamend- 


mentin. I do not wish to be understood as oppos- 
ing the motion to pane. 

Mr. MILLSON. If there is an 
to postpone the consideration of this bill until 
Monday, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. NELSON, If the gentleman will yield the 
floor to me, I will state what | wish to do. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
be passed under the operation of the previous 
peters for | think that discussion can only be 


disposition 


I trust that the bill will not | 


esired here for the purpose of improving the pro- | 
visions of the bill, adjusting its details,&c. Ican | 


hardly persuade myself that there will be any 
gentleman, and if any, but very few, who will ob- 
ject to the great objects contemplated by the bill. 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that I listened with some 


pain to the remarks of my friend from North Car- | 


olina, [Mr. Brancu,]| and to the suggestions made 


by the gentleman from Louisiana, |Mr. Tayvor,) | 
and I have sought the floor for the purpose of re- | 


plying to them and to the positions they have 
assumed. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to know from 
my friend from Virginia to what remarks of mine 
he alludes? 

Mr. MILLSON. I always listen to the gen- 
tleman with pleasure, and state with diffidence 
any opinions I may entertain which are not sanc- 
tioned by his judgment and conviction. 


| 


Mr. BRANCH. I think that my friend must | 


have misunderstood what I said. 

Mr. MILLSON. Perhaps so. 

Mr. BRANCH. I think that no one @uld con- 
demn more strongly than I have in my remarks, 
the practice of polygamy, and the laws of any 
State or Territory which went to sanction it and 
to sustain it. I discussed the question solely as 
one of political power, and I presented a mode of 


abolishing polygamy, which I conceive will be | 


more efficient and successful than the measure of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me say a word. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. REAGAN. I listened with respeet to the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. BINGHAM. lLobject. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And I object to the gentle- 
man yielding it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only want to say a word. 
I hope that [ may be allowed to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
gentleman from Virginia must proceed with his 
remarks without interruption, or yield the floor 
unconditionally. 

Mr. REAGAN. 


any discussion. 


I do not want to enter into 


a postponement, interferes with the business of the 


morning hour and prevents committees getting in | 


their reports. 


Mr. 


next Monday, after the morning hour. 

Mr. GROW. I hope that that will not be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. This subject has been before 
the House for four years, and it ought to be acted 
on and disposed of. 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 yield the floor only for the 
parpors of moving a postponement. 

r. NELSON. My reason for desiring that 
the bill shall be postponed until Monday next, 
and imade the special order for that day at one 
o’clock, is that there are members of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary who desire to make reports 
before the expiration of the morning hour. There 
are, too, gentlemen who desire to discuss this bill, 
and I think that a reasonable amount of discussion 
will awaken the House, inall probability, to some- 
thing like unanimity in regard to it. 

Mr. GROW. he morning hour is out; so 
that committees can make no further reports to- 
day. That reason of the gentleman, therefore, is 
not a good one. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the morning hour is out, 
then let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. SHER 
ponement of this bill. It has already been post- 
poned once, Let it be yoted on now. 

Mr. LAMAR. Is this question of postpone- 
ment debatable ? 


[ object to all interruption. 





The SPEAKER. Only so far as the merits of 
the motion to postpone are concerned. 

Mr. MILLSON. If the motion is to be de- 
bated, then I claim the floor,which I yielded only 
for a postponement of the question, if that could 
be accomplished by general agreement. 


Mr.JOHN COCHRANE. Has the morning |, : 
Roads have unanimously ag 


hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then, let the 
House proceed to the consideration of the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will submit a motion 
which is in order, now that the morning hour 
has expired. If the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union this bill will go to the Speaker’s table, 
where it can be reached at any time by a major- 
ity, after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will come up the 
first thing in the morning, as an unfinished report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the Army appropriation bill. 

THE WATROUS IMPEACIIMENT CASE. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Before the question be put, I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to offer a 
resolution, which I suppose will not be objected to. 

There being no objection, the following resolu- 
tion was read, Soceiieaeie and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary, in their | 


examination of the matters referred to them on the memo- 


rials of Jacob Mussina, Eliphas Spencer, and William Alex- 
ander, asking the impeachment of Hon. John C. Watrous, 
United States district judge for the district of Texas, be au- 


thorized to send for persons and papers, and 
Witnesses on oath or affirmation. 


BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There are several Senate 
I hope 
that before we go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union they will be taken up 


bills on the Speaker’s table for reference. 


and referred. 


Mr. COLFAX. 


Senate amen 
willtake but afew moments. 


| time to dispose of them. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded 
to consider and dispose of, in their regular order, 


. the bills on the Speaker’s table, as follows: 


EAGAN. I move, then, that the further | 


consideration of this subject be postponed until | “ ; ; 
|| tions expire, and in relation to the postage on 


| of Washington city to make a loan and issue 
stock for $200,000, for building a market-house; 


et eet Gta ‘| which was read a first and second time, and re- 
r. BINGHAM. All this thing, if thereisto be | 


' 
| 
| 
' 


WASHINGTON MARKET-ILOUSE STOCK. 
An act (S. No. 192) authorizing the corporation 


I will state that one of the first 
bills on the Speaker’s table is a House bill, with 

Rates. the consideration of which 
The Committee on 
| the Post Office and Post Roads have already con- 
sidered the amendments, and it will not take any 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


| 
i 
| 


examine || 


| 
| 





ferred to the Committee for the District of Co- | 


lumbia. 
PUBLISHERS LABELS AND DROP LETTERS. 


An act (H.R. No. 241) authorizing publishers 





to print on their papers the date when subscrip- | 


drop letters; with amendments of the Senate. 


Mr. COLFAX. 


amendments that is of any importance. 
that after they are explained there will be general 
concurrence in them. 

First amendment of the Senate: 


In line thirteen, after the word “ name,” strike out the 
words * the ledger account showing.”’ 


Mr. COLFAX. 
be concurred in. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 


In line fifteen, after the word “ expires,” strike out the 


words “ the wrapper number.”’ 
Mr, COLFAX. 


‘| be coneurred in. 


i that 

on all drop letters or letters placed in any office not 
| transportation, but for delivery only, be far the 
| within the limits of any city or town by carriers, under the 


' 


MAN. I object to the further post- | 


hereby 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 

Add the following as a new section : 

Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, That all lawsdec 
at the rate of one cent each shall be 


z 


; 80 far as applies to drop 


I will state that, in order to 
save time, the Committee on the Post Office and 
‘| Post Roads have already considered these amend- | 
| ments in committee. There is but one of the 


I think 


I move that the amendment 


I move that the amendment 


a8 


| 


| 


| 





| Post Office Committee. The obje 
'by Mr. Yutee, the chairman of th 
| in the debate, of which I have the 

_ hand; and to carry out that object 





——— 


authority of the Post Office De om 
|| the rage of postage imposed for the verter Which letters 
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swe ort of the ear; 
system, in such city or town, shall be © carrier 
more. ’ be collected, ang 


Mr. COLFAX. I will state that the 


. . ° h as 
ology of this last section is somewhat ae a 
an 


the Committee on the Post Office Or Pe 
, Os 
. greed to recomme 
the adoption of an amendment which will pve 
clearly attain the object desired by the Post of, 
Department, The Senate amendment was Ss. 


pared hastily, and reported in the Senate by the 
ct of it was star, d 
at committee, 
report in my 
sore certainly, 
nt to the amend. 


10re 


I move the following amendme 
ment: 


Strike out the Senate amendment, 
thereof the ee cteny & 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That ona » 
delivered within the limits of any city or ie ionen . 
under the authority of the Post Office Department, one...) 
each shall be charged for the receipt and delivery of . . 
letters, and no more. we 


and insert jp lieu 


-I will explain this ina moment. By the eXist- 
ing law, the Post Office Department ‘is required 
| to charge one cent for the drop letter, and one 
| cent for its delivery by the carrier. The effec, 
| 





| of this is to throw all the drop letters in laroe 
cities outside of the Post Office Department, and 
into the hands of private express companies 
who deliver more frequently, and generally more 
cheaply. The change proposed to be made— 
making the entire charge for the Post Office De- 
partment and the carrier one cent—will bring city 
_ correspondence into the post offices in the cities. 
The letters will be delivered by the city carriers; 
and the system, by the greatly increased number 
| of letters, will be more profitable to them also, 
The Postmaster General hopes that, if the plan 


be carried out, he may in time be enabled in New 
York, Philadelphia, and other large cities, to re- 
duce the charge for carriers to one cent for all 
letters, mail as well as otherwise. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana, the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, whether the with- 
drawal of the penny which he proposes to take 
off is to be taken from the carriers or from the 
United States? Does he propose to pay the car- 
rier one cent for carrying a letter, and relieve tic 
United States Treasury from the burden of th 
other cent? or does he intend to divide it, giving 
half a cent to the carrier and half a cent to the 
United States? If the penny is to be given to the 
carrier for delivery, I Seow no objection to the 
amendment, J think that the penny is a quite 
small enough compensation; and I do not think 
that the carrier ought to be asked to divide it with 
the United States. 

Mr. COLFAX. In answer to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, 1 will say this: the Post 
Office Department makes the arrangement now 
with the carrier, as follows: they allow two cents 
| for the delivery of letters carried by mail, one cent 
for delivering drop letters, and half a cent for de- 
| livering newspapers. The consequence is, that, 
| 





as the total charge on drop letters is two cents In 
the large cities, there are comparatively but few 
drop letters for delivery by the carriers. Under 
this bill, the Post Office Department can make 
such arrangements as will be satisfactory 1 the 
carriers, and as will, no doubt, increase their re- 
ceipts. The Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads have letters before them from private 
companies, offering to carry and deliver the entre 
letters—mail as well as drop—every two hours, at 
one centeach. In the Senate, Mr. YuLee, i r- 
| sponse to a question by Mr. Mason on this very 
propositfbn, stated what the effect would be: that 
| it would not be to decrease the revenue of the 





Post Office De ent, and that it would bea 
great benefit to the — kin 
Mr. PHELPS. I desire to inquire of the gen- 


tleman from Indiana whether the whole amount 
now received from drop letters is not now Pe 
out to the carriers? In other words, whether the 
receipts do not show that $97,000 per annum |S 
—- for drop letters, and the same sum eX- 
D to e carriers 

Tae. COLFAX. The receipts from drop aon 
delivered by the carriers are now very small; be- 
cause, under the nt’ law, these letters are 
mostly delivered by city express companies. 
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"Me. JOHN COCHRANE, I wish to put a 





question to 
tm = t which he proposes 
eg amendment of the Senate, it has the 
a ovation of the Post Office Department; and 
the object of the amendment which the gentleman 
sroposes is to make more explicit that which is 
involved by the language of the Senate amend- 
ment. Is that ite yy 

Mr. COLFAX. That is it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then, sir, the 
object of the amendment now offered by the gen- 
deman from Indiana to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate is toaccomplish the object of the Senate amend- 
t, which has been recommended by the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. COLFAX. 
finding that, under the language of the section 
adopted as an amendment by the Senate, an im- 
groper construction might possibly be put upon 
it, at some future time, by a hostile Postmaster 
General, so as to increase the rates on drop let- 
ters—to charge one cent for the post office and 
two cents*for “the carrier—after its passage by 
the Senate, I went and saw the Postmaster Gen- 


able to vote understandingly on the 


eral. He told me that the language was vague, | 
but that his intention was as stated by Mr. Yutee || 
I stated to him | 
that | would propoge an amendment to it which | 
would carry out the object designed, and make | 


inexplaining it to the Senate. 


it more definite. 
Mr. FLORENCE. And afford protection, I 
mae to the person who delivers the letters, 


have no objection to it. I suppose it is all right. || 
The question was taken on the amendment to || 


the amendment; and it was agreed to. 


The question was then taken on the amendment, |, 


as amended; and it was concurred in. 


Fourth amendment of,the Senate: 

Amend the title by adding: ‘* and in relation to the post- 
age on drop letters.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the amendments of the Senate were 
severally concurred in; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


A bill (H.R. No. 4) making appropriations for | 


the consular and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending 30th June, 1861, re- 
turned from the Seane with sundry amendments; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 


_ An act (8S. No. 53) to amend ‘An act to estab- 
lish a court for the investigation of claims against 


the United States,”’ approved February 24, 1855; |, 


which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


TAMPA BAY A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


_ Anact (8S. No, 283) to constitute Tamra Bay, || 
in the State of Florida, a port of delivery; which | 


was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


An act (S. No. 86) to amend existing laws rel- | 
ative to the compensation of the district attorneys, | 
marshals, and clerks of the circuit and district | 
courts of the United States; which was read a | 


first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


IEIRS OF THOMAS MADDEN. 


An act (S. No. 49) to grant the night of pre- | 


emption to a certain tract of land in the State of 


issouri to the heirs and legal representatives of | 


a nouns Madden, deceased; which was read a first 


on Private Land Claims. 


JEREMIAH PENDERGAST. 
An act (S. No. 52) for the relief of Jeremiah 
“endergast; which was read a first and second 
Ume, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 


BOARD OF FOREIGN MISSIONS. - 
An act (S. N. 71) for the relief of the Ameri- 
can Board of Commissioners for Foreign Mis- 


“one; which was read a first and second time, and 
“<ierred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


second time, and referred to the Committee | 
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the gentleman from Indiana, so that | 


If L understand | 


I will make this statement: | 
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ABNER MERRILL. 
An act (S. No. 96) for the relief of Abner Mer- 


rill; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOSPITAL SQUARE, SAN FRANCISCO. 
An act (S. No. 97) to authorize the institution 


| of a suit against the United States to test the title 
to lots Nos. 5 and 6, in the hospital square, in | 
San Francisco; which was read a first and second | 


time. 
Mr. BURCH. 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. PHELPS. | think that it ought to be re- | 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and I 
wish to give the reasons why I think it ought to 


be so referred. I understand that this bill relates | 
to a part of the hospital property in San Fran- | 


cisco. Before we constructed the buildings there, 
the proper officers of the Government had certi- 
fied that there was a good title to the property. 
We had either obtained it by purchase, or it was 
our own land. 


als to commence a suit against the United States 
for the purpose of testing the title to property 
which our own law officers have said was good 
in the United States. I prefer, therefore, that the 
Judiciary Committee should investigate the ques- 
tion; and I move that the bill be referred to that 
committee. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MILES DEVINE. 


An act (S. No. 99) for the relief of Miles De- | 


vine; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 
SAMUEL II. TAYLOR. 


An act (S. No. 100) for the relief of Samuel H. 
Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


INDIAN LANDS IN OREGON. 


An act (8. No. 142) to secure the right of pre- 
emption to certain settlers on lands temporarily 
occupied as the Indian reserve in Oregon ; which 


was read a first and second time, and referred | 


to the Committee on Public Lands. 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 


An act (S. No. 262) providing for a reduction 
in the prices allowed for the public printing, and 
providing for the binding of the public documents, 
reports, and Journals; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. . 

RETURN OF UNDELIVERED LETTERS. 


An act (S. No. 302) in relation to the return of 


undelivered letters in’the post office; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


GEORGE FISHER, DECEASED. 


A joint resolution (S. No. 8) relative to the 
claim of George Fisher, late of Florida, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time. 


Mr SINGLETON. I move that thag joint res- | 


olution be referred to a Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calander. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The same 


mip is now before that committee. 


he question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Epwarps; and it was agreed to. 


FRANCIS DAINESE. 


An act (S. No. 14) for the relief of Francis 
Dainese; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Forcign Affairs. 


THERESA DARDENNE. 


An act (S. No. 31) for the relief of Theresa Dar- 
denne, widow of Abraham Dardenne, deceased, 
and their children; which was read a first and 


second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


ROSS WILKINS AND OTHERS. 


An act (S. No. 66) to authorize and direct the 
settlement of the accounts of Ross Wilkins, James 
Witherell, and Solomon Sibley; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Lask that that bill be referred | 


| 
Now, some persons present a | 
| claim for a portion of the property, and it is pro- 
| posed that Congress shall permit those individu- 


} 
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SIEUR DE BONNE AND OTHERS. 


An act (S. No. 92) authorizing the courts to 
adjudicate the claim of the legal representatives of 
the Sieur de Bonne and of the Chevalier de Re- 
pentigny to certain lands at the Sault Ste. Marie, 
in the State of Michigan; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. PHELPS, That is a bill which, as I un- 
derstand it, provides for instituting a suit against 
the United States. I suppose it should go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think not. 

Mr. PHELPS. I know nothing about the 
claim. It seems to me that upon its face it should 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. This bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims 
in the Senate. It is simply a question as to the 
propriety of instituting suits in the United States 


| courts; and that ‘is a very proper subject for the 
|| examination of the Committee on Private Land 


i} 
if 


| 
| 


| 


| 





Claims. 

Mr. OLIN. That is the very reason why the 
bill ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SICKLES. This is a question which prop- 
erly belongs to the Committee on Private Tosa 
Claims. Itis nota judicial question. Itis merely 
a question of the propriety of allowing: judicial 
proceedings to be shotituted. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Thisclaim has been 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims 
for the last three successive Congresses. I call 
for tellers upon the motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Srovt and 
McKwieurt were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes ee noes not counted. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


EPISCOPAL MISSIONARY SOCIETY. 


An act (S. No. 106) authorizing the Domestic 
and Foreign Missionary Society of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church in the United States to enter a 
certain tract of land in the State of Wisconsin; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


MRS. A. E. CHILDS. 
An act (S. No. 108) for the relief of Mrs. A. E. 


| Childs; which was read a first and second time, 
| and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
JOHN HASTINGS. 


An act (S. No. 109) for the relief of John Hast- 
ings, collector of the port of Pittsburg; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


GEORGIA AND FLORIDA BOUNDARY. 


An act (S. No. 306) to settle the titles to lands 
along the boundary line between the States of 
Georgia and Florida; which was read a first and 
second time, 

Mr. COBB. The Committee on Public Lands 
have had that question under consideration. Ever 
member of the committee was im favor of this bill. 
It is an important question to the States of Geor- 
gia and Florida, and if the House is not disposed 
to pass the bill now, I ask that it may be per- 
mitted to remain on the Speaker’s table. 

There being no objection, the bill was passed 
over. 

SALE OF PUBLIC ARMS. 


An act (S. No. 45) to authorize the sale of pub- 
lic arms in the several States and Territories, and 
to regulate the appointment of superintendents of 
national armories; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

VALENTINE WEHRHEIM. 

An act (S. No. 228) for the relief of Valentine 
Wehrheim; whith was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PACIFIC TELEGRAPH. 


An act (S. No. 84) to facilitate communication 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States by electric 
telegraph; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
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eee |S. : oO ee aa : Se? — 
HOUSE LIBRARY. Mr. GURLEY. Upon a resolution of the | extra copies of the Pacific Railroad Report, m de M 
che The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- | House referred to us. ‘ d _+|| by Governor Stevens; and on that motion 1 . per 
munication from the Clerk of the Housc of Rep- Mr. FLORENCE. I will explain. I offered in mand the yeas and nays. de- N 
is resentatives, transmitting a letter from the Libra- | the House the resolution upon which the subject || Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Trose to mak for | 
i rian of the House; which was referred to the of printing these extra copies was referred to the || same motion, © the T 
et Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and | Committce on Printing. This statistical commer- || The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider j T 
ie, ordered to be printed. cial information is required by the mercantile in- || not now in order. The resolution before the the 
5: —_ + terests of the counury. It is a matter of surprise || House must first be disposed of. = y 
ae FINANCE REPORT. to me that there should be objection to the adop- || Mr. BURNETT. I Jonna the yeas and lian 
1< Mr. GURLEY. I rise to a privileged question. | tion of the resolution from any quarter. ‘This || on the passage of the pending resolution mays Bray 
. Fs I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to || book contains the most valuable kind of informa- || The previous —— was seconded ‘and h Dav 
d report the following resolution: tion, commercial statistics interesting to the whole |} main question ordered. F the ~ 
4 Resolved, ‘Vat sixteen thousand copies of the annual | country. It is more important, in my judgment, || The House divided on the demand for the ley, 
- : report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the than any other report made to us from the several || and nays; and there were—ayes eighteen yeas Hut 
ie erage ag hy: mag tothe usual number, be printed forthe |) Denartments of the Government. | Mr. BURNETT. I demand tellers, ° ts 
se of the se. sans . % 
DB aed eatenere : Mr. PHELPS. Iam willingto make the order || _ Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bary and ° Pali 
F I will say, that that is the usual number of extra | to print. I desire to know when this report was || Oxi were appointed. phe 
S copics. I call the previous quesvion on the adop- | made. [am not aware that it was made at this |! The yeas and nays were ordered; the teller: Bhi 
| tion of the resolution. session of Congress. I differ with my friend from || having reported—ayes thirty-five, (more than ns ev 
s Phe previous question was seconded, and the Kentucky [Mr. Buryerr] in relation to this re- || fifth of those present.) 7 bur 
>| main question ordered; and under its operation port. I am willing to print the statistical inform- | The question was taken; and it was decided in son 
- the resolution was adopted, | ation obtained by the Secretary of State from the | the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 56; as follows: os 
a TARIFF BILL, ETC. | returns of our consuls abroad. [think ita val- || yEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ajj Bra 
at J > >W ’ are | rich, William C. son, Barr, we s 
Mr. GURLEY. I report also, from the Com- uable work, but I have not been aware that it was || rich, William : Anderson, Barr, Barrett, Beale, Bingham, Cio 
. > ; : : ‘ |, made at this session of Congress. Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffimton, Bureh Cu 
/ mittee on Printing, the following resolution: Mr. GURLEY. The resolution of the House || Burlingame, Burroughs, Butterficld, Campbell, Carey, Car. tre! 
- r Resolved, ‘That there be printed, for the use of the House, || . . : : | ter, Case, Join Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode. Cur. Jen 
, three thousand extra copies of a bill to provide for the pay- in reference to these extra copies, and which was | tis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell Lo’ 
44 ment of outstanding ‘Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, || referred to tle Committee on Printing, has been || Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Famsworth, Pior. Bye 
to regulate and fix the duties Ou imports, and tor other pur- || before that committee for more than a month, || ce, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale Ph 
ie FE. p0ews. 1! Siteae data ee | Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, wo 
at cee aiid || fiere is the entry: | Hill, Hoard, Howard, Hughes, Huthphrey, Hutchins, Fran” Va 
; e resoluuon was adopted, | Moved, that five thousand extra copies of the Commer- || = Ww. Ketlogs, Kil oe DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Lovejoy | 
, ; Ss : | cial Relations be printed—referred to the Committee on || Mallory, Marston, McKean, McKnight, Montgomery, Mor. 7 
Z e ores -_ . BXPLOR ATION . | Printing.” ; rill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pett tal 
, Mr. GURLEY. [am instructed by theCom- |) Phat was made 15th February last. a eG <tr Reoeen, Bice, Christopher Robin: 
mittee on Printing to report the following resolu- || 4, EROUSTON. I have heard to || 20m 7ames C. Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sher. 
rh i » EIN aN. t ard no answer to |) man, Stevens, William Stewart, Stout, Tappan, Thayer, 
tion: " i| the question whether this report has been made || Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Verree, Walton, Fi. th 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this House || 44 this session of Congress Are we, sir, order- | lihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—j00. 
ten thousand extra copies, in addition to the usual number, || - 1 dtadiiaas ri ee hicl h net -.¢ || . NA¥YS—Messrs. Allen, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson 
ae - of Governor Stevens’s final report of the exploration and ||!" the printing of a report which has yet || Babbitt, Barksdale, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce i 
: survey of the northern route for a Pacific railroad. '| been made to the House? We ought to have in- | Brabson, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, Clop. & 
Th: _ i ; formation on this subject. ton, Cobb, Cooper, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, De 
Phat, Mr. Speaker, is the last volume of the | Mr. FLORENCE J I will answer the gentle- || Jamette, Gartrell, Hardeman, Hatton, Holman, Houston, to 
i Pacific Railroad Reports. As we have printed the 1) etiais ; . , | Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, James M. Leach, Logan, Love, El- by 
7 wevious reports, the committee deemed it proper || “S'y" . bert S. Martin, Maynard, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Laban : 
ot rort a iaear of printing this volume hich | Mr. HOUSTON. The question has been more || 'T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, 
e ened the series P | than once —— to the chairman of the || Noell, Pugh, Quarles, Simms, Singleton, Spinner, Stali- ot 
; : ; Committee on Printing, and he has not yet an- || Worth, Stevenson, Stokes, ae Vallan- 


Mr. BARKSDALE. How many copies are | ce digham, Waldron,, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Woodson, G 
proposed to be ordered ? | Sweree i. and Wright—56. 


| 
| 
Mr.GURLEY. The same number as has been Mr, GURLEY. I am not able to answer the So the resolution was adopted. de 
} 
i| 


ac 


: : printed of the previous volumes. ie necepgaceneas popes, ae un- During the vote, = 
i | The resolution was adopted. erstood that it was mate at (his session. Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, said: I desire bl 


Mr. FLORENCE. On the 15th of February that thi t to th 
COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. | last, I offered a resolution for the printing of the of ‘four Caaaae aaaite ne eiete jeteas et 


a he a ; 1] “ fe Ss ° : ° ws m 
Bae Mr. GURLEY. I am also instructed by the || usual number of the Commercial Relations, and || .on¢ annually, containing returns from all ourcon- 
; Committee on Printing to report the following || that resolution was adopted. The resolution for suls abroad on the state of our commercial rela- la 
resolution: || the printing of extra numbers was referred, under 


: — Printi T tions, with suggestions. It is certainly a most th 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House || the rules, to the Commitice on Printing. he || valuable work. 


five thousand extra copies of the Report on Commercial || report from the Secretary of State was made to Mr. BURNETT. Is debate in order? 














upon the commercial relations of the United States. 

Mr. OLIN, It is the most important book 
printed under order of Congress. 

Mr. HASKIN. Those who represent la 
commercial communities tell us that it is oan 
desired by them, as it informs them of matters 
which deeply concern their interests. 


year certainly will. The work is made up from Mr. BURNETT. I desire to suggest to the : 

the returns of our consuls and commercial agents, || gentleman from Pennsylvania that we will save i 

stationed in every part of the world. Of course |} time if he will permit us to take a direct vote om 

the mass of information is in reference to our for- || the motion to reconsider. Sai 

eign commercial relations. I“hope the resolution Mr. FLORENCE. Oh, no; let us take ito i 

of the Committee on Printing will be adopted. the motion to lay on the table. an i 
Mr. GURLEY. I call for the previous ques- Mr. CURRY called for the yeas and nays I 


ees 


Mr. PHELPS. When was this report sent to 


is the annual report from the State Department 
tion. the motion to lay on tife table. ti 
bi 


Pee e Relations. | Congress at thjs session. The report was sent to The SPEAKER. It is not. 
; t Mr. Speaker, the extra copies provided for i the Senate, and the communication from the De- Mr. HINDMAN stated that he was paired of k 
. ee have been called for from all parts of the country. || partment, which accompanied it, was sent to this || ¢o, the rest of the day with Mr. Somts. h 

_ rhis is the usual number of extra copies. || House. 1 called the attention of the House at the Mr. SHERMAN. I move to dispense with tl 

i. Mr. BURNETT. Is this the usual number of || time to that fact. I understood, under the ruling || reading oa 

ae extra copies heretofore ordered of the preceding || of the Superintendent of Public Printing, that the The motion aa agreed to. 

eo volume? || communication was not properly before the House. The vote wasthenannounced, asabove recorded. I 

Mr. GURLEY. I believe that it is. | The next morning I made the necessary correc- Mr. GURLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 

:? Mr, FLORENCE. It is less; ten thousand is || tion. The House ordered the printing of the || which the printing was ordered, and also moved , 

e he number which has heretofore been ordered to || usual number of copies; and, as I have said, the ean Teg bl | 

a c printed | resolution for the extra copies was referred to Or Seer veo ne teed . 

i Mr. BURNETT. Has the Committee on Print- | the Committee on Printing. | oe — ——— ater I 

a ing made an estimate of the cost of the publica- Mr. Speaker, I take occasion to say that this is STEVENS $8 EXPLORATION— AGAIN. ti 

; tion of this book, which, in my opinion, is not || the most valuable public document submitted to || Mr. CURRY. I rise to a privileged question. 

.- really worth the paper upon which it is printed? || Congress. Only day before yesterday we passed || I desire to call up the motion to reconsider the tl 
e ! Mr. GURLEY. We have. a resolution authorizing the appointment by the || vote by which the printing of the Pacific Railroad h 
. Mr. BURNETT. What is the cost? Speaker of a committee to make investigations in | Report was ordered. 

: i Mr. GURLEY. One dollar and sixty-five cents || reference to the tobacco-growing interest. This Mr. FLORENCE. I move to lay the motion 

a acopy. Merchants of all the large cities ask for || reporton the commercial relations contains a vast || to reconsider on the table. i 1 ' 

ro. the publication of these commercial statistics. amount of statistical information upon the subject || Mr. STOUT. I rise to a question of order. 

iE Mr. HOUSTON. Is it notasked here that we || of the tobacco interest of this country, which is || desire toask the gentleman from Alabama whether ; 

ra shall order the printing of a document sent to us || invaluable to that interest, and worth many times || he voted with the majority? ; ti 

- years ago? more to it than the entire cost of ghis work. If Mr. FLORENCE. It is no matter. Theres i 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. No sir. This || the volume for this year does not contain the sta- || no record of the vote. Let us get this thing out 7 
tistics of the tobacco interest, the report for next || of the way. tl 
; the House from the State Department? Mr. CURRY. As the House is again going The yeas andmays were ordered. i I 
. | Mr. GURLEY. [cannot state when. into the business of publishing books, I desire to Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to ask the er : 
; Mr. PHELPS. _ How then has the Committee || see who are ready to take the responsibility. I || tleman from Ohio whether he has nats ony e f 
on Printing obtained jurisdiction of the proposi- || therefore move to reconsider the vote by which mate as to the cost of printing these ten thou “ 

tion for the printing of these extra copies? the House ordered the printing of ten thousand || copies? 

s 
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Mr. GURLEY. They will cost five dollars | 
per yolume. 


Mr. 2ARKSDALE. That will make $50,000 


for the whole. j | coe 
The SPEAKER. No debate isin order. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 89, nays 62; as follows: 


yEAS—Messts. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Wil- 
iam C. Anderson, Barrett, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Brayton, Buffiinton, Burch, Burroughs, Butterfield, Carey, 
Carters Case, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Curtis, John G. | 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Florence, Frank, French, Gooch, Grow, Gur- 
ley Hale, Haskin, Helmick, Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, Lee, 
Lovejoy, Elbert 8. Martin, McKean, Millward, Montgom- 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Christo- 
a Kobinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, 
Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Stout, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, y an- 
dever, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
| 
| 
| 





burn, Bilihu B. Wasbburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wil- 
son, and Windom—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashmore, 
Barksdale, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Brabson, | 
Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, | 
Clopton, Cobb, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, | 
Curry, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Etheridge, Garnett, Gar- | 
trell, Hamilton, Hardeman, Hatton, Holman, Houston, 
Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Lamar, James M. Leach, Logan, 
Love, Maynard, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Laban T. Moore, 
Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, | 
Phelps, Pugi, Quarles, Reagan, Simms, Singleton, Stall- | 
worth, Stevenson, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, | 
Vallandigham, Woodson, and Wright—62. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. BARKSDALE asked: the Chair to state 
the question. - 

The SPEAKER stated the question. 

Mr. FLORENCE, This is the last volume of | 
the Pacific railroad explorations. 

Mr. CURRY. And this is a test question as 
to whether any more books are to be published 
by the Government. 

Mr. FLORENCE, The explorations of all the 
other parties have been published. 

Mr. CURRY. It is not for the benefit of the 
Government, but for the benefit of the Printer. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I call the gentleman to or- | 
der. Members are to exercise their own judg- | 
ment in giving their votes; and they are responsi- | 
ble to the people for them. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Lam willing to take | 
“ responsibility, and vote against :t. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. This is the | 
last of the Pacific railroad survey reports, of which 
there have been ten preceding volumes. 


| 
Mr. KEITT. I object to debate. | 


——E2F_CC— ll 





The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. 1 would like to 
know from the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
Morais} whether there are to be any pictures in 
this book? 

Several Mempers. Of course there are. 

Mr. LAMAR stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
Davis, was paired off with Mr. Moorheap. 

Mr. BRANCH stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
Rorrin, was confined to his room by indisposi- | 
tion. 

Mr. BOCOCK stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
senna, was detained at home by indisposi- | 
ion. 

Mr. QUARLES said: I desire to ask the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.Covope] whether 
he is not paired with my colleague, [Mr. Vance?) 

Mr.COVODE. Not on this question, sir. 

Mr. QUARLES. I understood that the pair 
was general. 1 did not know how that was. 

Mr. FLORENCE said: I am paired with my | 
colleague (Mr. Hickman] on the political ques- | 
ions of different shades of color which divide us 
in the House. This question of printing I have | 
voted on, because I reserved to myself that right, | 
thinking it probable that I might be able to pair 
my colleague with some other gentleman on it. 
anaes nea nuatles to do so, narinene, That will 

ount for my co e’s absence. 

Mr. WELLS oad wish to change my vote. 
/f this were a resolution for the original publish- 
ing of the volume, I should vote against it. As 

understand, it is the last of the set. 1t embraces 
ae Survey of the northern route to. the Pacific. 
"Or that reason, and in order that the whole ques- 
= of the Pacific railroad may be presented be- 
ay the people, I change my vote, and vote 
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Mr. SHERMAN moved to dispense with the 
reading of the vote. 


The vote was announced, as above recorded. 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I am compelled to 
leave this city for my home in the West either 
this evening or to-morrow; and I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to permit me to re- 
port back a bill from the Committee on Public 
Lands, and have it referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, 


Objection was made. | 
| 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee || 


on Public Lands, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
183) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriations for the completion of the 


geological survey of Oregon and Washington | 


Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE POST OFFICE. 


Mr.SHERMAN, from the Committee of Ways || 


and Means, reported a bill making further appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee of the Whole on the stafe of | 


the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COLFAX. If the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads were to follow the prece- 
dent that was set by the House the other dey. it 
would ask to have this bill referred to it, as the 
Army appropriation bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. But knowing that 
such a course would delay action on these appro- 
priation bills—for if we were to make such a mo- 
tion, other standing committees would make sim- 


ilar motions to have appropriation bills referred || 


to them—we have therefore thought it far better 


that these bills should follow the ordinary course | 


of legislation, and let the committees who have 
charge of the various branches of business con- 
sider the bills informally, as the Post Office Com- 
mittee propose to do with this bill. 


POLYGAMY IN UTAH——POSTPONEMENT. 
Mr. SHERMAN. With regard to the polyg- 


amy bill, I move that it be postponed till next || 
Monday, after the morning hour, according to the | 


understanding. 
The motion was agreed to. 
TARIFF BILL——SPECIAL ORDER. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iask leave to offer the fol- 


lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That House bill No. 338, to provide for the | 


payment of outstanding Treasury notes; to authorize a 
loan; to reguijate and fix the duties on imports; aad for 
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| The question was then taken on Mr. Suer- 
| MAN'S motion; and it was agreed to. 

| The rules were agcordingly suspended; and the 

_ House resolved itself into the Committee of the 

| Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Grow in , 


| the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
1 ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| . The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on 
|| the motion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
|| Borrrer]} to amend the bill by striking out the 
|| words ‘two hundred and fifty,” in line one hun- 
|| dred and forty-one, and inserting in lieu thereof 
|| the words *‘ tour hunéred;’’ so that the clause 
would read: 

For the manufacture of arms at the national armories, 
$400,000, 

Upon this amendment the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FLorence] was entitled to 
|| the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am in favor of the prop- 
| osition to increase this appropriation to $400,000, 
because I believe that the efficiency of the national 
armories cannot be kept up unless this appropri- 
ation is made, We all know that the Minie mus- 
| ket has superseded the old arm. 

A Member. It is the Minie rifle. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, it is rifle-bored, but 

itis called the Minie musket, and it has super- 

| seded the old arm. The different States are now 
asking that the Minie musket may be substituted 
for the old arm, and that increases the demand 
upon the War Department very largely. The 
volunteer companies of the States are asking for 
| these new arms, and are willing to pay the differ- 
ence in price between the old and the new arms. 
|, But I must hasten on, because | am restricted to 
|| five minutes. 

Another reason why I think this increase ought to 
|| be made in the appropriation, although the gentle- 
\| man from Missouri [Mr. Puexps] did not seem 
|} to consider ita sufficient one yesterday, is the fact 
|| that the workmen in these armorics have special- 
| ties, that they are adapted to a peculiar work, 
|| or to the performance of a peculiar duty, and un- 
|| less these men are kept at work during the entire 
|| year, the letter submitted yesterday by the gentle- 
|, man from Virginia [Mr. Borerer] shows that 
to continue these nationalarmories isa mere farce. 

Now, I submit to gentlemen, when it is known 
|, that the States want arms; when there is a prop- 
osition before the Senate to increase the number 
of arms given to the States; when this new arm 
isasked for all over the country, I submit whether, 
at this time, we should withhold the trifling sum - 
of $150,000, which will be returned to the Treas- 
| ury of the United States in the difference between 
'| the old arms and the new ones? The increase in 
| the appropriation is necessary for the purpose of 


other purposes, be made a special order in Committee of |; arming the volunteers of the States, independently 


the Whole on the state of the Union for Wednesday, the 


4th day of April next; and so “continue until disposed of. | 


Mr. KEITT. I object. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I know that if the resolu- | 


tion be objected to it cannot be introduced now; 
but I offer it in order to give notice that on Wed- 
nesday next I will move to lay aside the various 
bills that stand before it, in order to take up the 
tariff bill. I give this early notice so that gentle- 
men may understand that that motion will be made. 
[ now move that the rules be suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and that general 
debate on the Army appropriation bill shall cease 
within five minutes after its consideration shall 
have been resumed in committee. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [have the floor in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the Army appropriation bill; but in order that we 
may hasten on with it and get the bill out of com- 


mittee to-day, I will make noobjection to my being | 


deprived of the floor by the proposition to close 
debate in five minutes. I will seek some other 
opportunity to get the floor in committee. 


ARMS FOR THE MILITIA—-AGAIN. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Suerman] has yielded me the 
floor for a moment. I move to reconsider the yote 
by which the Senate bill relating to the purchase 
of arms was referred to the Committee on the 
Militia; and I also move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| of the fact that it will keep these men at work. 
|| And I submit that it is the duty of this Govern- 
|| ment not to give employment to the workmen, 
|| but by placing them in these armories which are 
| necessary to the Government, to afford them the 
means of obtaining a subsistence for themselves 
and their families. And I conceive it to be the 
| duty of this House, and that the House will honor 
| and dignify itself if it will continue these men 
| at work, not only in the national armories, but 
| wherever they are employed by the United States. 
aloe are strong reasons, I aera. for in- 





creasing this appropriation, and I trust they will 
exercise the proper and salutary influence which 
they ought to exercise over the minds of intelli- 
| gent gentlemen. 

|| The CHAIRMAN. The general debate on 
| this bill is now closed; and the gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. Surman] is entitled to the floor for 
|| one hour to discuss it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ido not desire to occupy 
| the hour. 

|| The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on 
|| the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
| [Mr. Borever. 

|| Mr. HUGHES. Is debate exhausted on that 
/ amendment? ' 
| The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir; the debate is 
| exhausted on that amendment. 

| Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend the amend- 


| 





ment of the gentleman from Virginia, by —s 
out * $400,000,” and inserting ‘‘$250,000.”" It 
is with reluctance that I say anything which 
would seem to disfavor the amendment offered by 
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my friend from Virginia; but there are some facts 
in connection With these armories which I desire 
to have explained before I gan vote for this ap- 
propriation. 

It seoms that up to the fiscal year ending Junc 
30, 1859, the appropriation for the national armo- 
ries was $400,000; and it is strange that an amount 
equal to haif that sum has been appropriated for 
repairs of machinery. I would call the attention 
of the House to this fact: that for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1859, the appropriation for the 
national armorics was $400,000, and the appro- 
priation for repairs was $156,000. 
year ending June 30, 1860, the appropriation for 
the armorics was $250,000, and the appropriation 
for repairs was $108,000. Now, there must be 
something wrong here. How 1s it possible that 
the repairs of the machinery at the armories can 
eost half the gross amount appropriated for the 
manufacture of arms? 

Mr. BOTELER. I will answer the honorable 
gentieman. ‘There isalargeamountof machinery, 
&c., made at these armortes which is intended for 
other works clsewhere. ‘There isa large amount 
of work done there independentof that upon guns, 
upon materials thatare used at other Government 
works. 

Mr. QUARLES. As I understand it, there 
are but twoarmorics in the United States—one at 


For the fiscal | 


Springfield and one at Harper’s Ferry. Those | 


are the only two national armories recognized by 
the Government, and for which appropriations 
are made by law. 
States; but there are no armories except those at 
Springfield and Harper’s Ferry. 

Now, | submit it tothe House, if it is justand 
proper to maintain an imstitution, the repairs at 
which cost more than half as much as the gross 
amount appropriated for its support? 

Now, this bill proposes an appropriation of 
$250,000 for the manufacture of arms at the arm- 
ortes, and $108,000 to keep the machinery in run- 
ing order. I am not one of those who would 


oppose the making of improvements inarms. I | 


am in favor of that. But this excessive expend- 
iture for repairs is not right. ‘The outlay for re- 
pairs of machinery is entirely ne Ye pee to 
the amount of arms manufactured. lesire that 
some explanation should be made to the House, 
that we may see and know why it is that the re- 
pair of machinery here costs so much more than 
tt does in other departments. If manufacturers 
generally had to make such expenditures for re- 
pairs, no manufacturing could be carried on with 
profit. 

Mr. DELANO. f regret very much that we 
are confined within the narrow limits of a five 
minutes’ debate for discussing this question. I can 
answer the gentleman from Tennessee, I think, 
to his entire satisfaction, and to the satisfaction 
of the House; and all that is necessary to this an- 
swer is to bear in mind what I stated yesterday, 
that in the year 1855 the mode! for the manufac- 
ture of infantry arms was wholly changed; that 
the cost, not only of buildings but of new ma- 


‘There are arsenals in other | 


chinery, was greatly increased by that change; | 
and that the Government, in fact, then entered | 
upon an enlarged preparation for the manufacture | 


of arms upon this newly-cstablished model, at the 


rate of $400,000. year, and were, in 1858-59, just | 
in readiness for the manufacture of that amount | 


when Congress cut down the appropriation. The 
state of things then, is the state of things now— 


that is, with these preparations made and the ma- | 


chinery in part manufactured, but the manufac- | 
ture not completed, the Committee of Waysand | 
Means now propose to reduce the appropriation. | 


ge the hammer fell.} 

r. DELANO. 

in my own right, to five minutes in opposition to 
the amendment. I was proceeding to say, that 
in 1855, when the change in the model of arms 
took place, it necessarily superseded the use of 
the old arms already manufactured. The Gov- 
ernment then had on hand some seven hundred 
thousand stand of arms, distributed at the various 
arsenals of the country—some twenty-four in 
number, I believe. And I have the authority of 
the Secretary of War for saying that seven hun- 
dred thousand is the lowest admissible equip- 
ment, and that that number should be at all 
times maintained. I¢ thus became necessary to 
procure mach new machinery for the purpose of 


I believe Lam now entitled, | 


| 
} 


| 
| 


entering on the manufacture of arms the | 





new model, to take the place of the seven hundred 


thousand which had been discarded. From 1855 
to the present time, the Governmer#, exercising a 


prudent economy, has been accomplishing this | 
object, and it 1s out of that fact that the increased | 


expenditure at the present time has become neccs- 
sary. 

Now, sir, if these facts are as stated; if, as ap- 
pears from the report of the Secretary of War, 


this seven hundred thousand stand of arms of | 


the old pattern must be replaced by those of the 
new pattern, and if there are only fifty thousand 
of the new model, which have already been man- 
ufactured, it will be seen at once that, instead of 
the emergency being less, instead of reducing the 
appropriations, the emergency is greater, and the 
manufacture ought to be increased tenfold. That 
is the poimtof view in which I ask the House to 
look upon this question; and which I desire to 
press upon the attention of gentlemen. 

The old model discarded by the War Depart- 
ment in 1855 was a smooth-bore musket, effective 
only at two hundred yards, while the new reg- 
ulation musket and infantry arm which super- 
seded it was the rifle-musket, effective at from 
seven hundred to a thousand yards. The manu- 
facture of that arm has comparatively but just 
commenced; and it is because we have discarded 
the old, and are as yet equipped with only fifty 
thousand of the new, that I yesterday declared to 
the House, and to-day again declare, that we are, 
as a nation, practically disarmed; and the appro- 
priation, instead of being diminished, ought to be 
increased. 

{Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. QUARLES, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HUGHES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out ‘* $400,000” and inséfting 
** $399,000. ”” 

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that the amend- 
meut proposed by the gentleman from Virginia 
will prevail. Lam satisfied that the present emer- 
gency of public affairs requires that the manufac- 
ture of arms by this Government should not be 
diminished. 

Mr. DELANO. Will the gentleman allow me 
to refer the committee to the report of the Secre- 


’ tary of War, of 1854? 


Mr. HUGHES. 


I prefer to go on with what 
I have to say. 


I am satisfied, by some little cx- 


perience in military matters, that it is absolutely | 


necessary that we should increase the manufac- 
ture of arms by the Government, of a proper pat- 
tern, and of a proper form, for the service of the 
Army. I believe thateven the sum now proposed 
would be inadequate to that purpose. It is cer- 
tain that we have not arms cnough now, nor shall 
we have enough from the appropriation in this 
bill to place a respectable force in the field, if it 
should be necessary to do so, armed with efficient 
weapons, 

Sir, we are on the eve of great events. An 
man who docs not discover it must be blind to 
the signs of the times. The whole world is arm- 
ing; if not on this continent, certainly in Europe. 
[Extraordinary progress has been made in the 
construction of improved arms within the last few 
years, the effects of which we have seen in the 
recent campaign in Europe. We do not know at 
what moment we may be involved in difficulties 
with other nations which may result in war. 
War is even now ready to break out in Europe, 
and no one can tell how soon we may be involved 
in it. Why, sir, I believe we have but forty 
thousand or fifty thousand stand of arms of an 
improved pattern. 

| believe an objection has been raised to the 
amount expended upon repairs and machinery. 


| Now, sir, it seems to me that we should either 


| 


make our armories efficient, that we should give 
ample means for the construetion of the best im- 
proved arms, or we should abolish them alto- 
gether, and trustto purchasing them in the market; 
and every one who understands the requirements 
of the Army knows that that would be the worst 
ane system we could adopt. You would not 

able to get proper arms for the military service; 
you would be obliged to take up with bad pat- 
terfts. The Government would have no control 
over the private establishments for the manufacture 
of them. The only mode by which our troops can 
be supplied with arms adequate for the service, 
is under the present system; and the question 
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o So 
now is, whether we are to reduce t 


wh he amo 
appropriation so as to make our armories of line 
e 


ne So pemaae fell.) 

r. ELPS. I rise to oppose th 

ment submitted by the gentlemen trom or 
(Mr. Hveues.} I desire merely to call the et 
tion of the committee to the fact that Many of “ P 


y our Army are 
tional armories 


We do not manufacture a single pistol that js used 


by our mounted troops. 

Mr.DELANO. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. PHELPS. No, sir; I have |} 
utes, and I cannot be interrupted. | say thatt 
Government does not manufacture a single sel 
now used by our mounted troops. | leet ne 
to those old long single-barrel pistols which ao 
in use at one time; but I refer to Colt’s repeate : 
with which our entire cavalry force is now Semel 
and itis one of the most ‘efficient arms that can 
be placed in the hands of these troops. And . 
many of the arms used by the infantry are no, 
those manufactured at our armories. There js the 
Sharpe’s rifle, which has proved to be a very 
efficient arm for a long range; but I am not pre- 
pared to say that that is the best arms which is 
now manufactured. There is the Maynard breech. 
loading arm, which is efficient at a range of seven 
hundred yards, and which has been found of grea: 
use in the cavalry service from the ease with which 
it can be loaded and discharged, even when in the 
hands of an inexperienced man; and you have 
many other improved patterns, not manufactured 
at the national armories, which are preferable to 
any manufactured by the Government. New pai- 
ents are taken out every year for new improve- 
ments. Why, then, increase the appropriation 
for manufacturing these guns, which are not as 
good as those which have recently been invented ? 
You only maintain your armories for the purpose 
of keeping experienced workmen. 

But the private armories of the country manu- 
facture a much better arm than that manufac- 
tured at the national armories—far better than the 
smooth-bore musket. I ask whether it is not ex- 
pedient for the Government, after having tested 
the several recent inventions in arms, to procure 
the inventors of those that are best suited for the 
service of the United States to manufacture at tle 
national armories the number which may be need- 
ed? I am informed that the patent granted to 
Colonel Colt for his improvement in fire-arms wil! 
soon expire; perhaps it has already expired, and 
ifit has, the Government may at once commence 
the manufacture of Colt’s repeating pistols at the 
national armories. Those pistols are used not 
only in the Army of the United States, but in the 
Navy of the United States; and the number needed 
are purchased in open market, just precisely as 
<r citizen would purchase them. 

r. Chairman, I haye briefly stated the reason 
why I ani opposed to making a larger approprie- 
tion for the support and maintenance of the ne- 
tional armories than is provided in this bill. We 
have followed the estimates submitted to us by 
the Secretary of War, and the ruling of the House 
made at the last session of Congress. At the 
last session the question was presented whether 
$250,000 or $400,000 should be appropriated for 
these armories, and it was decided that no more 
than $250,000 should be appropriated. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Dexano] and the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Borerer] have told us that there are at the 
Harper’s Ferry Armory, and at the Springfield 
Armory, experienced workmen in the employ 
the Government, and that it is important that 
those men should be retained in the service of the 
Government. I have already suggested in the 
debate of yesterday, a plan by which that object 
may a at It is ine capa 
$200,000, appropria or arming the muita, 
the naneinael of arms at the national armories, 
instead of going into the market and purchasing 
them from the private armories for distribution 
among the several States and Territories. lam 
o to the amendment of the gentleman _ 

A ns . Hvenes,) and equaily oppo 
to the ame nt of the gentleman from Virgin'®, 
{Mr. ers , ‘elas 

Mr. HUGHES, by unanimous consent, W! 

drew his amendment. 
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’ Mee. ROTELER. I have an amendment to 





pro pose. . beai 

Mr. PHELPS. Let some gentlemansubmit an | 
vondment, and then the gentleman can speak in | 

= it. He can get in his remarks in | 


epposition to It. 


that way. 


Mr. SPINNER. I desire to submit an amend- 


ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
gini has the floor C8 

Mr. BOTELER. I do not now claim it. 

Mr. SPINNER. I move to strike out the whole 
paragraph, which is in these words: 

For the manufacture of arms at the national armories, 
$250,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I know of my own knowledge 
that the Government 1s employing private arm- 
ories in the manufacture of arms, and that at those 
orivate armories it has its own inspectors. It is 
»roved that arms are manufactured cheaper at pri- 
vate armories than they are at the national arm- 
ories, Where the Government has been ata heavy 
ex ; 
costly machinery. 
will be adopted. 


onse in constructing buildings, and erecting | 
I hope that my amendment | 


| 


Mr. BOTELER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Puetrs] has laid great stress upon the | 
official recommendation which comes to us from | 
the Secretary of War. Let me read, sir, what | 
his recommendation really is. Although this ap- | 
propriation is sent- here under estimates, yet it | 


will be perceived that this appropriation docs not 
meet the real wishes of the Department. Here 
is what the Secretary says: 

«] have ordered the estimates from the bureau of ord- 
nance to be made mainly in conformity to the policy whica 
the action of the last Congress seemed to indicate .by its ap- 
propriations. 1 cannot forbear to express the opinion, how- 
ever, that to abridge the manufacture of arms Is, to say the 
least, a measure of very doubtful economy, and may prove 
in the end to be both dangerous and expensive. A foreign 
war would ereate an immediate demand for an immense 
number of arms, probably enough, nearly, to strip all our 
arsenals, and to require the purchase of further supplies 
from private manufacturers, at whose mercy the Govern- 
ment would be, in the emergencies of war. 

“ Besides the manufacture of arms, other expenses are 
necessarily incurrred in experiments and improvements in 
them which are of the greatest importance to the service 


of the country. That constant progress in the improvement | 


of arms and other applianees of warfare which has of late 
characterized the military service of other nations, has 
been, up to this time, no less active in ours.’’ 


If the recommendation of the Secretary of War | 


is to control in this matter, then the ground I take 
isimpregnable. According to that recommenda- 
tion, any reduction of the estimates or appropria- 
tions heretofore made will be ** most dangerous 
and expensive”’ in the end. 


Now, sir, 1 do know, from my own personal | 


knowledge of the effects of the legislation of last 
year at the Harper’s Ferry Armory that, if the 
appropriation is passed as it came from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, it will be not only 
dangerous to the best interests of the country, but 


most disastrous tothat Armory itself. The amend- |, 
ment of the gentleman from New Yerk [Mr. 


Spivnen] might as well be at once adopted. 
When my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Eru- 
ERIDGE] yesterday made a speech in opposition 
to the amendment, I really thought at the time 
that he was in earnest. I had forgotten, sir, that 
he was’a gentleman of “ infinite jest, of most ex- 
cellent fancy;’’ that he was a joker of jokes, over- 
flowing with ‘jests and youthful jollity, with 
quipsand cranks and wanton wiles.” It did not 
occur to me until I had read his remarks as they 
are reported in the Globe of this morning, that 
he was only, as the children say, ** playing per- 
tenty.” He i 
in Opposing my amendment; and I owe him an 
apology, which I now tender, for not having rec- 
ognized that fact yesterday. He could not have 
nin earnest in making the opposition he did, 
any more than my friend from New York (Mr. 
PINNER] is now in earnest in his motion to strike 
out the entire ph. 
_ Mr. SPINNER. I was never more in earnest 
im my life. 
Mr. BOTELER. Then the gentleman has but 
* very few steps further to go in his direction. 
Raze your fortifications to the ground, dismantle 
oe avy, haul down your flag, and submit to 
€ insults and ions of the smallest, weak- 
€st, meanest of the nations of the world! 
M Mr. SPINNER. The difference between the 
gentleman and myself is as to the relative cheap- 


e could not have been in earnest, sir, | 


_ 
ee 





ness of day work and work by contract; I take 
the latter, and argue in favor of the purchase of | 
arms, as we know they can now be and are, pur- 
chased cheaper at the private armories than they 
can be manufactured at the national armories. 


Mr. BOTELER. 


contend that it is bound to protect those whom it 
has employed. The artisans at Harper’s Ferry 
have been employed by the Government. 


tain purpose, to take up their residence there. 


They have.made permanent investments there, | 


underthe auspices of theGovernment. After they 
have done all this, Mr. Chairman; after they have 


| cast their fortunes there for life; a proposition is 


made to withhold the appropriation which affords 
them the poor privilege of earning their daily 
bread by the sweat of their brow in the service of 
the Government. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 
amendment, if it is in order. 

Th CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle: 
man from New York [Mr. Spinner} is to strike 
out the entire paragraph, The amendment of the 
gentleman from Virgiyia [Mr. Bore.er] is to 
strike out a part of the paragraph and to insert. 
The Chair holds that the question must first be 
taken upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, for the perfection of the paragraph; and 


I desire to offer an 


the Chair further holds that that amendment is in | 


order. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 
the appropriation fifty dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, I concur in the propriety of the 
motion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
SPINNER, | to strike out the entire section. 1 have 
long been of opinion that there was no more rea- 
son for the Government manufacturing guns for 
our soldiers than there was for its erecting tailor 
establishments and making their coats and other 


I move to reduce 


I agree with the gentleman | 
from Missouri, that this Government is not bound | 
to find employment for laborers; but, sir, 1 do 


J } They 
have been induced by the Government, for a cer- | 
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a 


coment ame a 


Mr. MORRIS, of Hilinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELANO. The gentleman speaks of the 
advantages of the contract system. Now, | ask 
the gentleman if he does not know that this very 
matter was fully considered in 1853? It will be 
found, that in the Army appropriation bill of that 
year, the Secretary of War was instructed to in- 

uire whether the national armories should not be 

ispensed with and the contract system adopted; 
and the report of the Secretary and the subsequent 
votes of Congress were emphatically against the 
proposition. 

(Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I ask leave to with- 
draw my amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois; and | will 
state one or two facts. This bill appropriates 
about six hundred thousand dollars for these two 
armories., The amount is usually divided between 
them. One of them is located in Massachusetts; 
the other m Virginia. Theamount included in this 
bill is the same as that appropriated last year; 
and is the sum estimated for by the Department. ° 
Four years ago the amount appropriated to the 
armories was $400,000 instead of $250,000. Be- 
fore that $360,000 had been given; but from 1855, 
and for some years, no more than $200,000 or 
$250,000 had been appropiated to these armories. 

The amount now proposed is the same as that 
given last year, and no greater amount has ever 
been given, except for two years—1857 and 1858. 

I think the committee is prepared to vote now on 
this question. If the gentlemen who have spoken 





| in favor of an increased appropriation have made 


clothes, or building shoemaker shops and manu- | 


facturing their own shoes and boots. 
Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I rise to a 


point of order. I understand that the amendment 


| offered by the gentleman from Illinois was to in- 


crease the appropriation. He is not speaking in 


| support of that proposition. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. No, sir; I moved 
to reduce it. , 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 


The Chair overrules the 


I have heard, Mr. 


any impression on the committee; and if the com- 
mittee think that a great necessity exists for this 
increased appropriation, it can adopt the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. The 
committee is now prepared to vote. I hope the 
question will be now taken on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Spivner;] and if that is agreed to, the whole mat- 
ter can be determined in the House. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Lask leave to with- 
draw my amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I object. 

The question was taken on Mr. Morris’s 


| amendment to the amendment, and it was re- 


jected. 
Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, by striking 


| out ** $400,000,’ and inserting in lieu thereof 


Chairman, no reason assigned which would in- | 
duce me, even if these armories are continued, to | 


vote for an increase of appropriation. Ithas been 


said that dangers threaten us; but no single fact | 


has been adduced to show that we need an in- 


crease of arms anywhere, or at any point; and I | 


do not think we should act on suppositions. I 
do not believe, either, that we do need them now, 
and when we do there will be no difficulty in 6b- 
taining a supply readily. In a case like the pres- 
ent, we should not inquire whether it is proper 
for the Government to furnish employment for 
individuals, but what our duty to the country is. 
The simple question that we are called upon to 


| determine is, whether there is a necessity for an 
| increase of arms? 


Where is the evidence of it? 


| pairs, and the Harper’s Ferry armory 


** $398,000.’’ I desire to say to the committee that 
in the year 1859 there was an appropriation of 
$400,000 made for these two armories. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, who represents the 


| Springfield district, states that the repairs, for 


which I find appropriations in this bill and run- 
ning through all the other bills, were rendered 
necessary because of improvements in machinery 
adopted in 1855. Now, I find that, for the year 
1859, the Springfield armory gets $55,000 for re- 
101,000; 
and that for the year 1860 the Springfield armory 
gets $53,000 for repairs, and the Harper’s Ferry 
armory $55,000~%and this bill proposes to give 
$63,000 to the Springfield armory, and $65,000 to 


| the Harper’s Ferry armory, for repairs to the same 
| machinery. Now, I donotunderstand this. When 


I have heard no argument adduced, allow me to | 


I will not discuss the point. 
that purpose, but to express my cordial concur- 
rence in the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Spinner.}] If the appropriation 
is withheld, it will be an important point gained. 
The armories and navy-yards are cancers on the 
body-politic, and lead to incalculable moral and 


_repeat, to satisfy any one of such necessity. But | 
I did not rise for 


olitical evils, and ought to be stricken from ex- | 


istence. 
buy it. 


When we want a vessel, we should 


When we want arms, we ought to buy | 


them. Leave all, sir, to individual enterprise, | 
and not allow the Government to come in com- 


petition with it. 
Government is not adapted to the business of car- 
rying on the manufacture of arms, the construc- 


Experience has shown that the | 


tion of vessels, the building of railroads, or any || 
work of that kind, and the sooner it rids itself of || 


it the better. It is now hangin 


about its neck, and will sink it if anything can. 
Mr. DELANO. Will the gentleman from Illi- 
nois allow me to put him one question? 


as a mill-stone | 


are we to get rid of this expense for repairs of 
machinery—for improvements which the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts says were adopted in 
1855? Where is this to end? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [rise toa point of order. 
The gentleman is now discussing a proposition 
which is not before the committee. It will be up 
in a few minutes, and he will then have an op- 
portunity to disouss it. 

Mr. QUARLES. I merely desire to answer 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. , 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a point of or- 
der that the Chair can decide. 

Mr. QUARLES. It is certainly germane to 
the question. -It is in relation to the appropria- 
tions for the armories. I am not for abolishing 
our national armories, I think it is necessary that 
we should have men*in the employment of the 
Government who are acquainted with the manu- 
facture of arms; that we should foster this branch 
of industry; that we should have men capable of 


|| making as good arms as can be made in any other 


nation. For that reason we should have this 


7 me 


* 
ne 
oe 
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nucleus in the national armories. 1 am not for 
abolishing them; but I am for regulating the ap- 
propriations so as to do justice to the Govern- 
ment, as well as to that branch of national in- 
dustry. 

I do not say that I am opposed to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Vieginia, {Mr. Borr- 
LeR.}| It may be that an appropriation of $400,000 
is necessary. But I desire that the usefulness of 
that appropriation shall be made known, that the 
matter shall be brought to our knowledge, and 
that the whole thing shall be explained and dis- 
cussed, so that we may vote understandingly 
upon it. Lam not unfriendly to that branch of 
the service. I do not desire that it shall be abol- 
ished. I think it would be unwise for Congress 
to abolish it altogether. We should keep our 
manufacture of, and improvement in, arms within 
our own borders, and not trust such an import- 
ant matter to aliens and foreign countries. We 
should foster and protect and encourage improve- 
menis in arms, and their manufacture in our na- 
tional armories; but we should do so with ancye | 
to justice and economy. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOWARD, I am in favor of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia, and | 
opposed to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, reducing the amount from 
$400,000 to $398,000. It is true that the Secre- 
tary of War recommended an appropriation of | 
ee for the armories; but, at the same time, 

e said that he felt it would not be economy to | 
reduce the appropriation to that amount. 
sir, what do the facts in this case show? We are 
told by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bortr- 
LER] that this appropriation will keep these arm- | 
ories in operation for but seven months of the 
year, and we are told by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Deano] that the mechanics em- 
—_ at these armories have each their specialty, 
and are employed for special work only. Sup- 
pose we reduce the amount of service from one year 
to seven months: these mechanics will be thrown 
out of work for five months, and must seek em- 





appro riation in this case. 
8 
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ould be reduced, but in such a manner as not to 


injure these mechanics, particularly those repre- || 
sented by my friend from Massachusetts, (Mr. | 


DeLANno 


Mr. BOTELER. The gentleman from New | 


York says that he does not desire to injure those 


whom I have the honor to represent—the mechan- | 


ics of Harper’s Ferry. 
A Memper. He confined his remarks to Spring- 


field. 
Mr. BOTELER. Ah! Well, I do not desire 


to injure the mechanics at Springfield, but to ben- 


efitthem. It seems, however, that the gentleman 


‘| not readil 


Now, |! 


ployment elsewhere; hence we shall lose the ben- || 


efit of their experience in the manufacture of arms 
for the Government. 

Again: it is necessary to keep the armories in | 
operation in order that we may keep up with the 
improvements of the times. There are five hun- 
dred thousand stand of arms under the improve- 


improvement of the Minie rifle now in the arm- | 
ories; so that if the militia should be called into 
the field, we have really but fifty thousand stand | 
ofarms. Gentlemen say that these arms should 
be manufactured by contract, and that when we 
need them, the contracts can be made. Now, we 
need one million stand of arms all the time for the 


use of the country. We should, therefore, keep 


up the armories; and if $400,000 is necessary to 
keep them in operation for twelve months, then 


we ought to orecapetat that amount. 


Mr.QUARLES. I withdraw my amendment. | 

Mr. WELLS. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, by substi- 
tuting ** $225,000"’ for ** $400,000. ”’ 

I am not one of those who believe that the mil- 
lennium is at hand; but I do believe that we ought 


to do what we can to bring it about; and thatone || 


of the best methods that we could adopt to bring 
about that most desirable result would be to re- 
ducethe expense of our Army and Navy. I would | 
not reduce itat once. I believe that evil must be 
remedied by degrees, as well as it must increase | 
by degrees. , 

Now, sir, it was the motto of the Washington | 
Globe, in olden times, that * the world is gov- | 
erned too much.’’ I appeal to-our friends upon | 
the other side to stand by that motto now, and to | 


from New York has no care for those at our arm- 
ory. I happen to know, from my own personal 
observation, as I have already said, that the Jegis- 


lation of last year upon this subject was a serious | 
injury to the mechanics at Harper’s Ferry; and | 
I tell the House again, that unless my amendment 


is adopted, it will be a fatal blow to the armory 
at Harper’s Ferry. That place has attained an 
unhappy notoriety before the country during the 
last few months, which I am sure gentlemen will 
forget. It has received two terrible 


blows within the last year, sir; one by the reduc- |, 


tion of the appropriation during the last session 
of Congress, and the other by the foray of John 
Brown. Now, I tell my friends upon both sides 
of the House that if thisamendment is not adopted, 


if the recommendation of the Committee of Ways | 


and Means is adhered to, it will bea harder blow 


at Harper’s Ferry than even the foray of old John || 


Brown. 

Mr. WELLS. I did not hear the remark which 
was made by the gentleman from Virginia, but I 
understand from friends that he received the im- 
pression from me that I was speaking in behalf 
of the mechanics at Springfield 

Mr. BOTELER. es, sir. 

Mr. WELLS. And not in behalf of those at 


Harper’s Ferry. I wish the gentleman to under- 





stand that I intended my remarks to apply to the | 
| armories at both places. 


Mr. BOTELER. I am very happy to hear it. 
_ Mr. WELLS. I had no intention to be invid- 
ious. 


Mr. BOTELER. 


at 
ar- 


per’s Ferry. I trust a vote will now be taken on | 


my amendment, and that it will meet with the 
favorable action of this committee. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If this debate 
is continued much longer, J shall move that the 
committee rise, for the purpose of going into the 
House and suspending all debate upen amend- 
ments. J 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Maine submit any motion ? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. No, sir; I will 
nét make the motion just now. 

The question was taken on Mr. Wextts’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by reducing the appropriation $1,000. 


I have, Mr. Chairman, but a single remark to | 
For one, [ am not dis- | 


make in this connection. 


| posed to give aid and comfort either to New Eng- 


take the initiative, as far as we can, in reducing || 


the expenses of the Army and Navy. 
I conceive that it would not be right to strike out | 
this whole appropriation at once, and for this ob- | 


| land or to the South. I have heard a good many 
threats thrown out during the present session of 4 


the probable hostilities that may arise between the 
North and South. Yet now New England has 


|| her champion upon this floor in favor of the ex- 


tensive manufacture of arms by the Government, 
and Virginia has hers for the same object. Each 
comes forward to-day as the advocate of an in- 
creased appropriation for the manufacture of arms 
by the General Government; and for what pur- 
pose? There are no threatened hostilities from 
abroad. No, sir, the only difficulties that we are 
threatened with are internal. Well, Mr. Chair- 


vious reason: that the Government has encouraged || man, if that is the danger to be apprehended, I am 
in its armories a system of industry which it would |, induced to believe that New England sagacity and 


be unjust to annihilate at once. 


y agradual and | mechanical skillis amply sufficient to prepare her 


direct reduction, we can, h8wever, enable the men || for any oneere. that may arise, growing out 
i 


empioyed in that branch of industry to seek other | of any internal 
occupation; and if it is once understood that the || friends are certainly quite able.to take care of 


policy of this Government is to reduce this branch | 
of its expenditures, industry will find its proper 


fiiculty. And our southern 


themselves. I hear that they are already arming 
their militia, and I am told that they are even 


level. I am, therefore, opposed to increasing the || teaching their boys of twelve years of age to handle 





I am anxious that it || 


I am very glad that I did || 
| misunderstand the honorable gentleman. In sup- | 
| porting this amendment, it gives me great pleas- | 
| ure to advocate the interests of the armor 
| Springfield, as weil as those of the one at 

ments of 1842, but only fifty thousand under the || 
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the rifle with skill and dexterity, go... 
manufacture of arms there is concerned 1 in the 
see that there is any necessity for an : © not 
upon the part of this Government. ieee 
| nal difficulty is to arise, I am in favor of all — 
the South to manufacture their own arms Owing 
am decidedly in favor of rel ring upon thes am 
and mechanical skill of the North and lea 
for their protection. nt 
The committee here informally rose; 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a mes. 
received from the President of the U 
by James Bucnanay, his Private 
| forming the House of his signature and a 
5”. ° . approval 
| of the joint resolution for the relief of the 
| tractors of the Post Office Department. The _ 
| mittee then again resumed iis session. - 
Mr. KILGORE. A great deal has been said 
in relation to arming the militia, Why, sir, , 
have thousands of arms distributed all’ oye; the 
'| country that are rusting and cankering for wap, 
| of use; and so it will be if we expend millions of 
|| dollars in the manufacture of arms even embody. 
|| ing all the latest improvements. Next year som 
|| new improvement will be made of importance. 
and the arms that we have manufactured will be 
| thrown aside, and we shall be asked to suppiy 
new ones in their place. But, sir, of what aval 
will it be to arm the militia? Gentlementalk oa 
'| drilling the militia. Sir, it is useless. Hag no, 
experience shown that troops taken fresh from 
| the plow have done as efficient service as the oldest 
| veterans? I refer gentlemen of the West to one 
|| of their own sons, sometimes designated as the 
|| Marion of the West—General Joseph Lane—who 
| leaped from a flat-boat on the Mississippi, donned 
| the epavilets, and won distinguished laurels jp 
|| the battle of Buena Vista, and on other fields; and 
I should not be surprised if some day he might 
exchange the anne for the robes of the Chief 
|| Magistrate of the country. (Laughter.} 
r. BRANCH. That is precisely what we 
'| intend to put on him. 
|| Mr. ASHMORE., I understand that the gen- 
| 
| 
| 


and the 


‘ Sace Ww 
nited States 
Secretary, in- 





» We 


| 
| 
| 





tleman from Indianacomes from a Quaker district’ 
Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; I do not. I have 
had the honor to hold the command of a brigade 
in my district; but for the last twenty years | 
have not had occasion to put on my epaulets or 
|| buckle on my sword. 
|| Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I wish toask 
| the gentleman from Indiana whether it is his in- 
|| tention to support General Lane, whom he eulo- 
|| gizes so highly, if he is nominated ? 
| Mr. KILGORE. IL answer the gentleman from 
Maryland most unhesitatingly that I do not ex- 
pect to do any such thing. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest 
|| to the gentleman from Indiana that he is wander- 
ing from his amendment. [Laughter.] 
r. KILGORE. Well, sir, I think my five 
minutes are out; and I will not trouble the com- 
mittee longer. ’ 
The amendment to the amendment was bot 
agreed to. 
|| The question then recurred upon the ament- 
ment originally offered by Mr. Borexen, increas 
|| ing the appropriation for the national armories (0 


,000. 
Mr. FLORENCE called for tellers. _ 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McKsieut 

and Curry were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 

—ayes 47, noes 74. 

So Mr. Bore.er’s amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Spixnek's 
amendment, to strike out the whole paragrap!. 
|| Mr. SPINNER. Would it be ip order to move 
to strike out the next two paragraphs at the same 

time? ‘ 

| The CHAIRMAN. It would not. No moon 
can be made to amend a paragraph, until it bas 

'| been reached in the reading of the bill. Py 

| Mr. SPINNER. If this is stricken out, It ¥? 

be necessary to strike out the others also, for the 
| 








i 
| 
} 
| 








sake of consistency. I give notice that I will, at 
the proper time, move to strike them out, 
amendment be agreed to. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. WHITELEY. 


if my 


I propose to add a wa 
viso to the two paragraphs commencing witht P 
one hundred and foray second line and ending “ 
the one hundred and forty-ninth line; wh! 
ask may be read. 
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“The Clerk read, as follows: 
repairs and improvements and new machinery at 

For { armory, Massachusetts, of which $12,000 may be 
Ped to the purchase of land on the north side of the 
appmvater shops, $63,625. 
” Por repairs and improvements and new machinery at 
Harper's Ferry armory, $55,500. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I move to amend by add- 


ing, a8 follows: 


Springfiel: 
§ 


provided, That no part of the money in the last two ap- | 


ipriations shall be expended in the payment of any civil 
perintendent of either of the armories at Harper’s Ferry 


or Springfield. , , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a question of order. 
This amendment proposes to change existing laws, 
and therefore is not in order. biinint 

Mr. WHITELEY. You can provide in an ap- 

ropriation bill that the money appropriated shall 
not be expended in a certain manner. we 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order is 
not debatable. The Chair overrules the question 
of order. It is competent for the gentleman to 
move 


or. SHERMAN. The law fixes the salary of 


these superintendents. 


The CHAIRMAN. That does not make the | 
amendment out of order. The committee has the | 


right to limit the expenditure of the appropriation 
in any manner it may think proper. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. : 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it 


js too late to appeal. 


Mr. COLFAX. I make another point of order. || 
Neither of the two paragraphs of the bill to which | 


the amendment of the gentleman refers makes 
any provision for the payment of salaries, and the 


amendment, therefore, is not germane. The ap- || 


propriations to which he refers are for repairs, 
improvements, and new machinery. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Then I will modify the 
amendment so as to make it apply to all the ap- 
propriations in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I rise to a question 
of order. With that modification, the amend- 
ment is clearly out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Mr. Chairman, I will sub- 
mita remark or two upon the amendment. This 


subject of the pee: orem excellence of military | 


or civil superintendency of the national armories 
has been mooted before the last two or three 
Congresses, in Congress and outof it, at the arm- 
ories and elsewhere. 


In 1853 Congress passed a law changing the | 


superintendency from mulitary to civil; and we 
now present the curious spectacle to the world of 
having an Army with a corps, the specialty, the 
peculiar duty of which is to superintend the man- 
ufacture and distribution of arms, and yet having 
at the two national armories hermaphrodite or 
mongrel superintendencies, made up of one civil 
officer and one military officer. I ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Derano,} who 
represents the district where the Springfield arm- 
ory is located, and the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Boreter,] who represents the district where 
the Harper’s Ferry armory is located, whatearthly 
use there is at either of these national armories 
for a civil superintendent? Neither of those arm- 
orles can get along with a civil superintendent, 
unless there is detailed to each an officer—a major 
or captain—of the ordnance corps of the Army. 
Yet, sir, these civil officers are so placed that they 
counteract and interfere with the operations of the 
wad officers, educated and trained to the duty 
which is devolved upon them. The law of 1853 
Was passed, if my recollection serves me, to pro- 
vide for some hungry politicians in the sections of 

arper’s Ferry and Springfield. Ought we not, 
— ume, to strike down this civil superintend- 

y? 

I do not propose to detain the committee with 
any lengthy discussion; but there is another mat- 
a | want to refer to. I ask the gentleman from 
the Harper’s Ferry district of Virginia [ Mr. Bore- 
ter] whether he believes, if there fiad been a 
ey superintendency of the armory, *John 
_rown's raid would have gone to the extent that 
did? Under the civil superintendency there is 
ne control, no discipline; the armories are, in fact, 
nts more than mere workshops. I submit, 

n, a8 we have a special corps in the Army to 
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to limit the expenditure of the appropria- | 


the longer existence of civil superintendents of 
| the national armories, 


Mr. FLORENCE. 


the proposition of the gentleman from Delaware. 


r. BOTELER. | ask the gentleman to yield | 


| to me, as [ have been specially referred to by the 
gentleman from Delaware. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I yield to the gentleman 

| with pleasure. i 

Mr. BOTELER. Thank you,sir. Mr. Chair- 

|| man, this is one of the most important proposi- 

tions that has been brought to the consideration 


House must appreciate the embarrassment under 


in the space of five minutes. 
| vital interest to my constituents, and I cannot pos- 
| sibly do justice to itin the very limited timeallowed 
me. IJtis sprung suddenly upon the House. I 


But I have this to say of it: experience at the 
Harper’s Ferry armory has proved that true econ- 
|, omy would dictate the retention of the civil su- 
| perintendency. The improvements in arms and 


ization of that armory have been made under the 
civil superintendency. Such economy has been 
| introduced in the manufacture of arms there, grow- 
ing out of the improvements made by the mechan- 
ics of that place, that the Minie rifle, the most 


ture it only twelve dollars for each one of them. 

Why, sir, does the gentleman from Delaware 
(Mr. Wuiretey] know that there were two me- 
| chanics at that place who, under the civil system, 
made most of the present improvements in arms 
and machinery, and who never received more than 
| their daily wages from the Government for all 
their valuable inventions ? 

Mr. WHITELEY. Would not those me- 
| chanics have been continued in employment as 
| well under a military superintendency? 
| Mr. BOTELER. That would depend upon 
circumstances. Those two mechanics made im- 
provements which have saved the Government 
vast sums of money, amounting to not less than 
‘| halfa million dollars, and yet they received no 
| other remuneration than their salary for their 
'| daily work in that armory. This is striking at 
such men as a class, as a body, and I think, sir, 
that some deference is due to their feelings, their 
wishes—ay, sir, to their prejudices. It is natural 
for our citizens not to desire to be placed under a 
military rule. They are free men, independent 
men, and they do not wish to be subjected to the 
orders of a military officer and to have the laws 
which govern the regular Army putin force upon 
them, as if they were a portion of its rank and file. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr FLORENCE. Mr. Chairman, the history 
of these armories under military superintendency, 
and the mass of information brought to the atten- 
tion of this House when Congress changed from 
military superintendency eee 
ought, of itself, to settle all question on this su 
ject at this day. I cannot believe that the gentle- 
man from Delaware [Mr. WuirTe.ey] is serious 
in moving his amendment; I do not believe that 
he intends that it shall pass—certainly he cannot 
believe for one moment, with all the lights before 
Congress on the matter, that it will meet with our 
approbation. 

r. BARKSDALE. Let me suggest that, even 
if the amendment of the gentleman from Delaware 
be adopted, it will not effect the purpose he has in 
view. If it is incorporated in the bill, a civilian 
would still hold the office; but he could not be 
paid. The evil would not be remedied by the 
adoption of the amendment. If the gentleman 
really means what he proposes, let him move a 
repeal of the law under which civilians are ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I take the same 
view—that even if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Delaware is adopted, it will accomplish 
nothing. 

Mr. KEITT. I move pro forma to strike out 
the words “‘ in this act.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I rise for the pdrpose ¥ saying 
a word in reply to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Fieuwtn: who remarked that the 
facts exposed to the House six years ago, and 
which induced a change from military to civil su- 
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of the House during the present session; and the | 


perfect arm in the world, costs now to manufac- | 


BE. 


a aaill ; calamity Salita 
attend to arms, that it is our duty to doaway with || perintendency, would be sufficient, if now before 
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|| which I naturally labor in attempting to argue it | 
It is a question of | 


| had no intimation of the gentleman’s intention. | 


/ machinery that have been made since the organ- | 
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the House, to perpetuate this civil superintend- 
ency. A special committee was appointed during 


wr complaints were made before that commit- 
tee; but as one of the members of that committee, 
I feel authorized to say that those complaints. 
were unfounded. The change was made, not be- 
cause of any inefficiency in the management of 
the armories, not because of any cruelty in the 
rules of discipline and subordination, but simply 
with a view of increasing the patronage of the 
Government, and putting the armory within the 
grasp of politics. At that very time an English 
commission was in this country examining our 
system, and so thoroughly satisfied was that com- 
mission with the efficacy of our system, that they 
recommended it to the British Government, and I 
believe it was adopted! 

That commission thought that the most valu- 
able feature in the management of our armories 
was the military ees and yet, just 
at that moment, under the rush of political ex- 


patronage of the Government, the Army itself 
was withdrawn from its independence and neu- 
trality, and was grasped by the politicians. The 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Botre.er] says 
that two mechanics at Harper's Ferry armory 
have made improvements. I ask at what time 
have any improvements been made by a military 
superintendent? Probably never. I! ask, in re- 
turn, what improvements have ever been made 
by a civil superintendent? Probably never. The 
question of superintendency is one which applies 
only to the subordination of the operatives. And 
| I say here, that as the armories are but a portion 
| of the management of our Army—are connected 
with warlike operations—they should be, just as 
the Army, under military rule. Those who go 
| there, go there in connection with the Army, and 
| are just as much bound by its rules and regula- 
| tions as the men who contract with you, and go 
into one of your regiments. I would have cruelty 
on neither side; but I would have subordination. 
| | would not take men there as paupers; nor would 
| I deal with them through mere charity. Men 
who work for the Government should be paid; on 
| and should do their work. Those who do not 
| choose to go to the armories as operatives, can 
| stay away. This Government is under no obli- 





being. 
I was then opposed to this change of superin- 
tendency, and [ am opposed to it now, because I 
want to withdraw the Army from the grasp of 
politicians. I know the difficulty; I know that 
you might just as well try to drag a — that had 
got into the eddy of the Maelstrom, and endeavor 
to save it from being swallowed up, as in this 
country, demoralized as public sentiment is, to 
try to draw anything from the grasp of politics, 
when once it gets its hand upon it. I know the ’ 
change cannot be accomplished; but I have risen 
simply toprotestagain against subjecting the Army 
to the rule of mere politics and partisan changes. 
Mr. PHELPS. The roposition of the gentle- 
man from Delaware [Mr. ns the 
gentleman from South Carolina {[Mr. Kerr] is 
this: that an officer of the ordnance corps is neces- 
sarily a better superintendent of manufacturing A 
establishments than any civilian you could obtain. 
If the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
| from Delaware should be adopted, the Secretary 


of War would be required to return to the old a 
method of superintendence, by placing at the head ee 
of the armories officers of the ordnance corps, and “a 
no others. These manufacturing establishments 


are entirely under the superintendence of the ord- 

nance department of the United States. Now I = : 
deny that because a man has received a military «aa 
education he is therefore a better superintendent +. 
of enaenay establishments than any civil- 
ian who could be obtained. Ido not say that a 
every civilian is the proper person to superintend <a 
great manufacturing establishments; and it is the ‘ ; 
same with the military men ofthe country. But 5 
I believe that the manufacturing establishments eae 
in which large sums of money are expended are 
better conducted by those people who have not 
received a military education, or held commission 
in the Army of the United States, than by those 
who have. The superintendent does not devise sud 
the form of the arm, and would not, of himself, * 
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adopt any improvement or invention. All these 
matters are to be decided by the corps to which 
he belongs, and by the Secretary of War. If, for 
instance, it be suggested that an important inven- 
tion has been made, and if this invention may be 
used in the manufacture of arms, or any of the 
machinery appertaining to it, the recommendation 
of the superintendent is not necessarily adopted, 
whether o be a military man or a civilian. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I would ask the gentleman 
from Missouria single question. Is the super 
intendent at Harper’s Ferry or the cepatinnentont 
at Springfield a mechanic? 

Mr. PHELPS. | cannot answer that question. 

Mr. WHITELEY. 
them is. 

Mr. PHELPS. I cannot say whether either 
of them is a mechanic or not; nor do I believe it 
is necessary that the superintendent of a manu- 
facturing establishment must be a mechanic. H: 
may have genius for mechanics, and he may have 
paid attention to the subject; and such a man 
would be a better person to manage a manufac- 
turing establishment than one who had not a ge- 
nius for mechanical pursuits. 

I am, therefore, opposed to this system of legis- 
Jation. If there be a desire to change the law, let 
a bill be introduced providing for changes in the 
jaw, and let it come up regularly for discussion 
and consideration, instead of proposing itas a 
proviso to any appropriation bill, 

The question being on Mr. Kerrr’s amendment 
to the amenrment, Mr. Keirr withdrew it. 

Mr. DELANO. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Delaware by striking 
out the words ‘‘no part.’’ I hardly need say, 
Mr. Chairman, that | propose this amendment 
in order to take advantage of my rights under it 
to apprise the committee of a single fact of which, 
perhaps, it is not aware. | must confess,’sir, my 
amazement that the gentleman from Delaware 
should have precipitated upon the committee an 
amendment of the grave character of that which 
he has proposed. He certainly cannot be aware 
of the history of the controversies which have 
attended a similar proposition in years gone by. 
And yet, sir, the gentlemar: from South Carolina 
{Mr. Kerrt} is perfectly well aware of this his- 
tory, for, if | remember aright, he was himself a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which sat long and deliberated thoroughly on this 
important question of changing the superintend- 
ence of the armories from the military to the civil 
service. The change was against his judgment 
then, as | have no doubt it is now. But, sir, | 
presume I am not doing him any injustice in say- 
ing, that there were gentlemen on that committee 
who, in all military qualifications, did not stand 
lower than himself, and who were utterly opposed 
to the military superintendency. 
that committee, of which he was a member, in 
favor of the change, but there was a commission 
appointed in 1854, the result of whose labors I 
hold in my hand, in the shape of a report consist- 
ing of two hundred and sixty-five pages. That 
commission was formed of the Hon. Andrew Ste- 
venson, of Virginia; Governor Steele, of New 
Hampshire; and Chancellor Walworth, of New 
York; and it was their special business to inquire 
into the grievances of which the mechanics aes 


establishments complained, and to determine be- | 


tween thetwosystems. ‘They visited the armories; 
heard the complaints of the operatives; entered 
on a long and Seneuab investigation of all ques- 
tions connected with a change of system, and 
eame out of that investigation, after months given 
to it, fully satisfied that not only was it utterly 
against the genius of our institutions that there 
should be such a military superintendence of these 
work-shops, governing operatives who were em- 
ployed in mere mechanical service with strict mili- 
tary rule, such as they found there enforced, but 
that there were grievances and complaints of the 
operatives themselves which well deserved the 
attention not merely of the commission, but ot 
Congress. 


It was in view of that report, and in view of the | 
demands for a change of systems then urged upon | 


Congress, that the military superintendence was 
abolished and the civil superintendence adopted. 
I will aot undertake to say a word for or against 


the superintendency in the Harper’s Ferry dis- | 


trict; but I do say, that during the whole history 
of these armors, from 1794 to the presoat time, 


Il am told that neither of 


| tendency. 
| by Great Britain is more than I can say. 
Mr. BOTELER. | do not know myself all the | 


| details of the management 


Not only was | 
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there has been no branch of industry within the 


limits of these States that has attained toa higher 
degree of excellence than the branch of manufac- 
ture carried on at Springfield; or where, on the 


whole—the perfection of the manufacture con- | 
sidered—greater geonomy has been maintained. || 
Now, sir, when such an investigation of the sub- | 


ject has resulted in the adoption of the civil super- 


intendency, I submit to the House that it isasrash | 


as itis unwise to attempt tooverturn a well-estab- 
lished system by amendments and in a discussion 
under the five-minute rule. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise not to 
oppose the amendment, but to say that it seems 


to me that this whole discussion is entirely un- | 


profitable. We have nowa a of each 
of the armories appointed unc 


in the supérintendents. If it did, it would not be 
in order as an amendment to this bill. The su- 
perintendents of these armories are paid a salary 
which, | suppose, is provided for in another bill; 
so that, if this amendment prevails, the law will 
remain precisely as it is now, so far as the super- 
intendents are concerned, if cin empetadinantdnan 


not prevail, not a dollar of this appropriation will | 


be applied to the payment of the superintendents. 
It seems to me, therefore, that nothing can by 
any possibility be accomplished by this amend- 
ment; and | hope the gentleman from Delaware 
will withdraw it. 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
greed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Wuiterey’s 
amendment. 

Mr. BOTELER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word * provided.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Keitr] spoke of the opinion of the 
English in regard to the different systems of su- 
perintendence, It is true, sir, that the English Gov- 


| ernment sent a commission to visit this country. 


jut what did they do? The very first thing that 
English Government did on the return of that 


| commission was to send to Harper’s Ferry and 


engage one of the mechanics there to take charge 
of the Enfield works, near London, 

Mr. KEITT.. I wish to state, in reply to the 
gentleman from Virginia, that all I meant to say, 
and I think all [ said, was that the commission 


recommended the adoption, out and out, of our | 


system, and,asl understood distinctly at the time, 
mainly in consequence of the military superin- 
Whether or not it has been adopted 





Mr. CURTIS. I desire to know if the gentle- 
man understandsthatthe mechanic who was taken 
from Harper’s Ferry was called to England for 
the purpose of having the supervision of the arm- 
ory establishment ? 


Mr. BOTELER. 


I understand that he is at 


| the head of the armory at Enfield, in England. 


Mr. CURTIS. Not superintendent. 
Mr. BOTELER. Of course he does not con- 
trol the armory; but he is the head workman, su- 


| pervising and giving directions to the mechanics 


at that place. The mechanics at the Enfield 


_works look directly to him for directions, which 


he receives from his superior officers, just as the 
civil superintendent at one of our armories gets 


_ his directions from the ordnance department here 
| at Washington. 


But gentlemen here desire that the communi- 
eating organ between the ordnance board and the 
mechanies shall be an officer of the Army. I 
ask gentlemen whether those officers have been 
brought up so as to be acquainted with the con- 
struction and operation of machinery ? 


of machinery, to know when the machinery is out 


of order, or when the work is done in a workman- | 


like manner, is it not necessary that they should 


_ have some ene education in regard to it? 


I admit that the estumable gentleman who now 


presides over the armory at Harper’s Ferry is 


nota mechanic; but that is not the fault of the | 


system; it is the fault of the present Administra- 
tion, _ placed him there. When the system 
first wert into operation they did place mechan- 
ics at the head of the works, oa I believe that 
mechanics should always be at the head of these 
armories as superintendents, 


| I believed the John Brown foray w 


| foray took place. 


er the existing law. | 
This amendment does not contemplate a change | 


| sion, and I saw with what eagerness 

| was ascertained what the nature of 

| was, everybody, not only at Harper’s Ferry - 
’ \ 








If, sir, | 
they are expected to examine into all the details | 
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asked me wheth, r 


The gentleman from Delaware 
: ay Would have ta} 
place if there had been a mili et 
superintendent. ner MAD there tg 
r. WHITELEY. No, sir: I ; 
thought it would have resulted as ae if you 
Mr. BOTELER. Why, sir, 
men on this continent could not h 
result, under the circumstance 


all the Military 
ave changed tha: 
- 8S In whicl a. 
No body of men coe a 
behaved more gallantly than did the armo = 
Harper’s Ferry on that occasion. Great betes . 
has been done to those armorers. There sittin 
a studious attempt made bya portion of xm en 
of the country to create the impression that then 
was trepidation, that there was terror among = 
men at Harper’s Ferry on the bloody day referred 
to. Sir, the imputation is false; there was 

panic among the armorers or citizens yf Harper’ 
Ferrry. I myself was present upon that on 


» QS SOON as ji 
that INVasion 


also in the surrounding towns and neighborhoods 
men—gray-headed men, who had served in the 
war of 1812, and even little boys with their birs 
guns—snatched up whatever weapons they could 


| lay their hands on, and rushed to the place wher 


the attack was made. Men, sir, under the infyene, 
of a panic fly from the danger that threatens they 


and do not rush right into it, as our citizens did 


_ that day. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. FLORENCE obtained the floor, and said: 
The gentleman from Virginia appears to be m- 


pone with the idea that his time is not out, and 


am willing to vield to him. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 


| man from Virginia has expired. 


Mr. BOTELER. I believe I have the floor by 
the courtesy of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. WHITELEY. [ do not object to that; 
but I want to know if anybody will be allowed 
to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the rulesa gentle- 
man has five minutes to advocate an amendment, 
and another gentleman has five minutes to oppose 
it, and that is all the discussion that is allowed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, I will yield the floor 
to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hvucues.} 

Mr. HUGHES. I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to this fact, that at the time of 
the organization of these armories they were 
placed under civil superintendence; but the abuses 
in the way of appointments, and the extraordi- 
nary character of many of the appointments made 
from civil life, and the abuses which grew out of 
them, became such a crying evil that the Gov- 
ernment was under the necessity of detailing 
ordnance officers, for the purpose of bringing 
sonfething like order out of the chaos that reigned 
everywhere. 

Sir, the facts which were developed in the in- 
vestigations relative to the armories in those days 
proved these allegations to be true. All expe- 
rience, [ believe, has shown that this superintend- 
ency in the hands of civilians has proved a mere 
political establishment It is very important 10 
this country that we should keep politics clear ol 
the merely administrative offices, if possible. Ap- 

oint politicians, if you choose, for political places; 
but for places of this kind, I say no. Any estab- 
lishment relating exclusively to military oper 
tions should be in the hands gnd under the contro! 
of military men. The jgveatiiesions into the facts 
existing when these armories were under the con- 
trol of civilians, showed thateven clergymen wer 
appointed to the place of superintendent of the 
Springfield armory. ; 

Mr. FLORENCE. If they were mechanics, 
there was no harm in that. 

Mr. HUGHES. No, sir, not mechanics; they 
were clergymen, and were appointed merely ont 
of political considerations. . Now, sir, the sp 
cialty of these military officers of ordnance !s © 
attend to arms, to prove them, and to see that they 
are properly constructed. Of what avail is ocean 
or experientte ifan officer of the ordnance corps * 
not better qualified for such a service than a “ 
civilian? Butiftkere are such vital objections to" © 
military superintendency for the armories, wi y 
not place civilians over your navy-yards? oe 
think you would find very few gentlemen ev 


| who would be in favor of turning your navy-y" 
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—_ for depriving the civilians and politicians 
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"Now, Mr. hairman, | shall make but one more 
ipservation in connection with this subject, and 
ey ig to call the attention of the committee to 
A that this bill ought to have gone to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and not to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. — The Military 
Committee have ime to consider it, and there is 
the proper place for its investigation. It cannot be 
expected that the Committee of Ways and Means 
will investigate all these matters. It is the busi- 
«ogg of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mir, MOORE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Maryland the name of the 
-jerzyman to whom he refers, _ 

Mr. HUGHES. His name is Robb. 

Mr. MAYNARD. John Robb? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bore.er’s amendment to the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Wuitetey. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BOTELER. I move to amend, in line 
one hundred and forty-eight, by striking out 
965,500,” and inserting **$85,500;”” so as to 
make the paragraph read: 


For repairs and improvements and new machinery at 
Harper’s Ferry armory, $85,500. 


After what has been done by the committee in | 


striking down the appropriation for thesupport 
of the Harper’s Ferry armory, and in refusing to 
restore the amount to what I conscientiously be- 
lieved to be proper, 1 earnestly beg that this mod- 
ification will be accepted without objection. If it 
were not indispensably necessary, [ assure the 
committee I would not ask for it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lam opposed to that amend- | 


ment. This appropriation conforms to the esti- 
mates, which specify in detail the uses for which 
the money is to be required. Now, when the gen- 
veman from Virginia moves to increase the ap- 
propriation, without specifying or giving any rea- 
son for asking the increase, f do not think this 


committee should be called upon to adopt the | 


amendment. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr.OLIN. I move to strike out the following 
paragraph in the bill: 


“Por the Benicia arsenal, $50,000.” 


New York to yield fora motion that the com- 
mittee rise. We shall evidently not be able to 
dispose of this bill to-night. 

Mr.OLIN. I prefer to say what I have to say 
upon thisamendment now. I wish to call the 
attention of the committee to this appropriation. 
As | understand the matter, the estimate was made 


in pursuance of a recommendation for building an | 


arsenal at Benicia, for the purposes of construc- 
tion, and not for the purposes of repairs. If that 
be true, any gentlemarr has but to turn his atten- 
Uon to One or two facts to see that it is the most 
prodigal and utterly worthless expenditure of 
money that ever was attempted under heaven. 
Why, sir, there is no material to be used there 


for the purpose of making cannon or other arms, | 


that has not to be transported from the Atlantic 
coast. Neither iron, nor timber, nor anything 
else to be used for that purpose is to be ce upon 
the Pacific coast; and when the material is brought 
there in the raw, the labor of the mechanics who 
have to work it up is more than double what it 
would cost on the Atlantic coast, to say the least. 

Yow, an arsenal for repairs may be necessary for 
the Pacific coast, Nobody disputes that fact; but, 
sit, the last Congress appropriated $100,000 for 
that very purpose, if lam not mistaken. I know 


that was the estimate, and now $50,000 more is | 


ee Sir, there is not an officer of the Army 
s ‘0 has any information on the subject who 
ould not denounce the whole project. Not one. 
te y man must see that an arsenal there for the 
MY pose of construction is worse than useless. 
‘ere 18 HO point from the Atlantic’coast to the 
_ ee river where these arms could not be 
= enone for one third the cost; and that is 
of th © worst of it, for the cost of transportation 
¢ manufactured article is less than that of the 
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of the navy-yards that does not | 


| raw material. 


be of no earthly value. 
Mr. SCOTT. 
how reasonable objection can be made to the pend- 
ing provision of the bill for $50,000 for the Benicia 
arsenal. That appropriation has been recom- 
mended by the Committee of Ways and Means 
upon estimates from the War Department. The 

| gentleman states that the appropriation last year 


| pfiation is a reduction of fifty per cent. from the 
preceding appropriation. 


| propriated at this session, 
Mr. SCOTT. It ought to pass. It has the ree- 
ommendation of the Secretary of War and the 


| 


was $100,000; and if that is so, then this appro- | 


Mr. PHELPS. It was only $50,000 at the last | 
session; and only $50,000 is proposed to be ap- | 


AL GLOBE. 


I think, therefore, every gentle- || Mr.GARNETT. | object to the committee 
man will be able to see that this appropriation will 
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| going on with the bill without a quorum. 


‘ 1} 
I do not see, Mr. Chairman, | 


| report of the Committee of Ways and Means in | 


its favor. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
| (Mr. Oxsy] is very much mistaken when he says 
that there is neither coal, nor iron, nor wood to 
carry out the purpose for which this appropri- 
| ation is asked. 
is an extensive iron foundery at the city of San 
Francisco, which is provided with iron ore from 


large quantities from Oregon. We have, sir, all 
| the wood and iron and coal that are necessary 


foundery or armory. Why, Mr. Chairman, let 
me tell the gentleman that we have built for the 
Government upon the Pacific coast one of the 
largest class of naval ships. 
am sure, the discussion which took place between 
him and myself at the last session in reference to 
the navy-yard at Mare Island, California, for 
which was allowed only $20,000, when $100,000 
and $150,000 were previously appropriated. 

| A war steamer was constructed at that navy- 
ra and launched. Her machinery was built 
| by Patrick Donahue & Co. That vessel, in every 


| equal to any constructed at the navy-yards upon 
| the Atlantic coast. Itis a paltry and insignificant 
sum that is appropriated for this Benicia arsenal; 
and I am surprised that objection is made to it. 





| 

| is from ‘the other States of the Confederacy, and 

| compelled in time of war to rely upon her own 

| resources and the valor of her sons for her de- 

| fense and the protection of the honor of the Amer- 
| ican flag, what is granted to the Atlantic States. 
| senals, San Francisco only asks to be placed upon 
|| an equal footing with New York, Boston, and 
| Philadelphia. 
| Mr. OLIN. From whence did you procure the 
' 





| constructed at Mare Island? 


| had everywhere. I believe that Maine is the great 
| timber State, and that so is Florida; but every 
stick of timber used in building that vessel grew 
|in California. The gentleman must know that 
| there is timber in Oregon and California. He has 
heard; | suppose, of the ‘ big trees’’ out there, 
i! with which he has nothing in Maine or Florida 
; to compare. 

We ~ wood and coal and iron in abundance, 


| 
| 





| and the objection of the gentleman cannot stand. 
|, And then again, the transportation of those things 
to California would cost more each year than the 
|| $50,000 now proposed to be appropriated. | hope 
| the provision will be retained in the bill. 

Mr. Oxin’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. 


tee do now rise. 


| 
| 


I move that the commit- 
It is late—long after four o’clock 
—and J do not believe we can finish the bill this 
evening. 


time, it can be renewed. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. 
The House was divided; and there were—ayes 
39, noes 54. 
Several Mempers. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. It will take hours to get 
|| through with the bill. ° 
Mr. PHELPS. I demand tellers. 


| 
five o’clock, and if the bill is not finished by that 


1) 
\| 
] 

| and FLorence were appointed, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. 


| the northern part of the State. Coal is obtained in | 


| for an arsenal, or the most extensive national | 


He will recollect, I | 


It isa well-known fact that there |! 


The CHAIRMAN. There has been no vote« 
taken which would irform the Chair that no quo- 
rum Was present, 

Mr. GARNETT. I renew the motion, then, 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Fronence 
and Burrinron were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the committee re- 
fused to rise; the tellers having reported—ayes 26, 
noes 95. 

~The Clerk proceeded with the reading’ of the 
bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to strike out the 
words ** for contingencies of arsenals, $20,000;”’ 
and I do so forthe purpose of receiving some ex- 
planation of it from the chairman of the’Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There is always something 
necessary for the arsenals in the United States in 
the way of contingencies, and the amount pro- 
vided for by this bill is less than that usually 
allowed heretofore. The gentleman, by referring 
to the documents, will find the eae pendi- 
tures under this head fully set out. This $20,000 
is to pay for transportation of arms, for boxes, 


| and so on. 


Mr. MAYNARD. It seems that the appro- 
priation is entirely satisfactory tothe committee, 
and [ therefore withdraw my motion to strike out. 

Mr. CURTIS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to move the following 
amendment to this bill: 


For the manufacture or purchase of apparatus and equip- 


| ment for field signals, $2,000; and that there be added to the 


staff of the Army one signal officer, with the rank, pay, and 
allowance of a major of cavalry, who shalk have charge, 


|| under the direction of the Seeretary of War, of all signal 


| respect, is acknowledged by naval officers to be | 


| We only ask for California, separated though she | 


duty, and all books, papers, and apparatus connected there- 
with. 


Mr. BURNETT. [raise the point of order that 
that amendment is not in order to this bill, for the 


| reason that it does not carry out, but changes, ex- 
| isting law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 8lstrule is as follows: 


‘* No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 


} propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
| torany expenditure not previously authorized by law, unless 
| in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
| objects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies 


| In respect of navy-yards, fortifications, and ar- || 


Mr. BARKSDALE, I ask the gentleman from || 


for carrying on the several departments of the Government.*” 


Under that rule, the Chair sustains the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. CURTIS. Under the general provisions 


|| of law in reference to the Army, | think that the 


|| timber of which the sloop-of-war you refer to was | 


| amendment is clearly im order. 


Mr. SCOTT. Timber, 1 know, is not to be | 


Mr. SHERMAN. Withdraw the motion until | 


I insist on my motion. | 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Burrinton | 


It is at the sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of War, and upon the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that the amendment is proposed to this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment does not 
provide for carrying out any existing law; and the 
point of order being inl, the Chair must rule 
the amendment out of order. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The last clause of the 


bill appropriates, for continuing the survey of the 


| northern and northwestern lakes, including Lake 
| Superior, the sum of $75,000. I move to increase 


that appropriation $5,000, in order to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio what is the necessity for it? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer the gentle- 
man with great pleasure. Two or three years ago 
the Government commenced a system of survey- 
ing the upper lakes, and appropriations were 
made from time to time to carry it into operation. 
Last year Congress appropriated $75,000 for that 
purpose. This year $100,000 was estimated and 


, asked for, but the committee have reduced the 


appropriation to what it was last year. It is 
estimated for by the War Department, 
Mr. BARKSDALE. These surveys are for 
military purposes? 
Mr. SHERMAN. They are meagan the 


upper lakes, under the charg® of the r De- 


| partment. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. , 
Mr.BURNETT. If there be no objection, I will 


| withdraw my point of order to the amendment 


moved a momentago by the gentleman from lowa, 
[Mr, Curtis. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, oflllinois. Ifthe amend- 


I withdraw my motion. || ment is to lead to debate, I object. 
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Mr. BURNETT. It will not, I understand;all | 
that is asked is the vote of the House on it. 

Mr. CURTIS. The amendment is suggested 
by the Secretary of War, and is unanimously rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House with a recom- | 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee | 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. ” 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 
had had unger consideration the Union gener- 
ally, and particularly the bill (H. R. No. 305) 
making appropriations for the support of the | 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1861, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the | 
House with an senieliasint; eal with a recom- | 
mendation that the bill do pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icall the previous question | 
on the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question setered. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not ask a vote on the | 
bill to-night. 


LAND DISTRICT IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to create an additional land district in | 
the State of California; which was read a first | 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

COURT-ROOMS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. HALL, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill making an appropriation of $10,000 for 
court-rooms and marshal’s office for the district 
court of the United States for the western district 
of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 





And then, on motion of Mr. BURNETT, (at | 


forty-eight minutes past four o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, March 29, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurtey. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. | 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. i 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- |, 


ate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 


Senate of the 22d instant, a cony of the memorial | 


of Brevet Licutenant Colonel B. S. Roberts, re- 


lating to the reorganization of the militia of the | 


United States; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; and a motion by Mr. Foor to print the re- 


port, and that two thousand additional copies be || 


printed, was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

‘He also laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, submitting additional 


| 
| 
estimates of appropriations that will be required || we ; f : 
; i \! uted to all merchant vessels owned by citizens of county, Tennessee, without amendment. The bill 
| 
} 


for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Indian 
tribes during the present fiscal year; which, on 
motion of Mr. Hunter, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of Lou- 


‘ isa T. Whiting, widow of Major Fabius Whiting, || 

of the Army, praying a pension; which was re- || 
| of the present class of sailing vessels, asked to be 
Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of John || 
tition | 
of Rice, Baird & Heebner, and representing that | 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
F. Connolly, remonstrating against the 


this firma had ackngwledged that it was impossi- 
bie for them to exccute their contract for the fur- 


nishing of one hundred monolithic marble column | 
shafts for the portico of the Capitol; and, also, | 
that Captain Meigs had inspected their Lee quarry, | 


and reported to the Secretary of War that fact, 
although six years had been allowed them to do 


so; and also showing that they had no claim to | 


exact damages for their failure to execute their 


contract, their real and only object being to sub- | 


stitute Italian for American marble; and praying 


TH 


a 


| 


| the United States, reported a bill (S. 
_ provide for the general introduation of an inter- 


that Congress will not interfere with the order of 
the Secretary of War to purchase the columns 
of him; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the memorial of Mary Tow- 
son, widew of Joshua Towson, a soldier in the 
war of 1812, at the battle of North Point, asking 


for bounty lands under the acts of 1855 and 1856, | 


her application having been rejected by the Com- 


missioner of Pensions on technical grounds; which || 


was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
Mr. IVERSON presented additional papers in 
relation to the claim of Henry R. Schoolcraft, for 


the reimbursement of expenditures in Michigan, | 


Wisconsur, Iowa, and Minnesota; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE. Yesterday a memorial of the 
Great Falls Manufacturing Company was pre- 
sented by the Senator from Delaware, {Mr. Savuts- 
BuRY,] about the disposition of which there was 
some doubt in the Senate, and it was finally laid 
upon the table, with a view of considering what 
should be its proper reference. I move that itbe 


° ° . } 
taken up now, with a view to referring it to the || 


Committee on the Judiciary, where it properly 


| belongs. 


The motion was agreed to; and the memorial 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the memo- 
rial of Thomas Johnson, administrator of Rinaldo Johnson, 
and Sarah A. Nuttrill, administratrix of Ann E. Johnson, 
praying compensation for tobacco destroyed by the enemy 
in the war of 1812, from the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 
Ordered, That Jane McClure have leave to withdraw 
her petition and papers. 


On motion of Mr. BENJAMIN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial ot Joseph Menard, prayin 
to be allowed to relocate certain warrants for land grante 
to the late Marquis de la Fayette, of which he is the as- 
signee, on the files 6f the Senate, be referred to the Com- 


‘| mittee on Private Land Claiims. 


PETITION RECOMMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. SIMMONS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of George G. Durham, pray- 
ing compensation for services as a clerk in the Indian 
bureau, be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LANE, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 322) to complete certain military roads in the 
Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and Militia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 312) giving 
the consent of Congress to the improvement of the 


| Pass a l’Oatre of the Mississippi river, and the 
_ levying of a tonnage duty to maintain the same, 


reported it without amendment. 


e also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the memorial of Henry J. Rogers, 
American editor of the Commercial Code ofSig- 
nals for the use of all Nations, praying that the 
same may be adopted by Congress, and distrib- 


0. 320) to 


national code of marine signals; which was read, 


| and passed to a second reading. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of citizens of Dela- 
ware, praying the substitution of steamers of light 
draught of water for the revenue service in place 


discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred the memorial of the Common Coun- 


cil of Detroit, praying that steamers may be em- 
ployed instead of sailing vessels for the protection 
of the revenue of the lakes, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to, . 
Hg also, from the same committee, to whom 


_ was referred a memorial of citizens of Michigan, 
praying that steamers ma 


be stationed on the 
akes for the protection of the revenue and the 
relief of merchant vessels in distress, asked to be 
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|| discharged from its further consideration. eee 
was agreed to. ns which 

He also, from the same commi 
| was referred a report of the iveey ar 

communicating, in compliance with a resolys.” 
of the Senate, the report and estimate of C a 
|| Newton in relation to the construction ofewhen 
| at Lewes, Delaware, and the bill (§ Ne _ 
| making an appropriation for the erection ac 13) 
|| in Delaware Bay, for the protection of com @ pier 
|| reported it without amendment, and adversely’ 
r. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that | 4 
|| not concur in the adverse report whi : 

been made; but shall ask the Senat 
| — consider that bill. 
| r. YULEE, from the Committee on the P 
|| Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred o 
| bill CH. R. No. 242) for the relief of the lewal ; . 
resentatives of Robert H. Morris, late postmasice 
| of the city of New York, reported it without 
|, amendment. , 
|| Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee oy Pri 
|| vate Land Claims, to whom was referred the peti. 
tion of Robert A. Matthews, for the confirmation 
_ of the entry of a tract of land in the Sioux Cit 
district, lowa, by Charles W. Tash, or for the 
| refunding of the purchase money to the said Mat. 
| thews, as his attorney, reported a bill (S. No. 32]) 
| for the relief of Robert A. Matthews. The bil] 
| was read, and = to a second reading. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Claims 
to whom was referred a bill reported by the Court 
of Claims for the relief of Polly Booth, of the county 
| of Madison, State of New York, with the opinion 

of the court in favor of the claim, reported the bill 
(S. No. 323) for the relief of Polly Booth, of the 
county of Madison, State of New York, without 
| amendment. The bill was read, and passed to a 
second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims 
for the relief of Melinda Durkee, of the State of 
Georgia, with the opinion of the court in favor of 
the claim, reported the bill (S. No. 324) for the 
relief of Melinda Durkee, of the State of Georgia, 
without amendment. The bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims 
| for the relief of Lucretia Wilcox9 of Wayne 
| county, Michigan, with the opinion of the court 
| in favor of the claim, reported the bill (S. No. 
| 325) for the relief of Lucretia Wilcox, of Wayne 
| county, Michigan, without amendment. The bill 
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was read, and passed toa second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims 
for the relief of Mary Robbins, of Westmoreland 
county, Pennsylvania, with the opinion of the 
court in favor of the claim, reported the bill (S. 
No. 326) for the relief of Mary Robbins, of West- 
moreland county, Pennsylvania, without amend- 
ment. The bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims 
for the relief of Margaret Taylor, of Putnam 
county, Tennessee, with the opinion of the court 
in favor of the claim, reported the bill (8. No. 
327) for the relief of Margaret Taylor, of Putnam 





was read, and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a bill reported by the Court of Clams 
for the relief of Mary Burt, of Sciota county, 
Ohio, with the opinion of the court in favor of the 
claim, reported the bill (S. No. 328) for the relief 
of Mary Burt, of Sciota county, Ohio, without 
amendment. The bill was read, and passed to 4 
second reading. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims 

for the relief of Ann Clark, of Madison county, 
Tennessee, with the opinion of the court in aa 
| of the claim, reported the bill (S. No. 329) for the 
| relief of Ann Clark, of Madison county, es 
see, without amendment. The bill was read, 9 
|| passed to a second reading. , h 
He also, from the same committee, to whom! 
| was referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims 
|| for the relief of Temp Connelly, of se eee 
county, Tennessee, with the opinion of the os 
in favor of the claim, reported the bill (S. aa 
for the relief of Tempy Connelly, of John 








186 


count 
bill ¥ 
He 
wast 
for th 
count 
court 
No.: 
Glou 
ment 
readi 
Hi 
wast 
for t 
count 
in fav 
for tl 
coun 
bill v 
He 
was! 
for t 
coun 
court 
333) 
coun 
bill ¥ 
H 
was: 
for t 
Ohio 
clain 
of 3 
out: 
toa 
H 
was 
Chai 
field 
in fe 
335) 
cour 
read 
H 
was 
Clat 
Belk 
ion ¢ 
the | 
Robi 
with 
toas 
H 
was 
fort 
Teni 
of th 
relie 
ness 
and 
H 
was 
for t 
Car 
the 
relie 
lina, 
pass 
H 
was 
for t 
with 
repo 
pe 
The 
M 
Affi 
(S.! 
ment 
Terr 
press 
1855 
subn 
M 
sions 
bary 
subn 
to be 


M 
tion; 
and ; 

Res 





_——_—_ 


i} 


m 
ir, 
on 
‘in 
rf 
3) 


ce, 


do 
ist 
ly 


Ost 
the 
ep- 
ler 
rut 


rof 
the 
Bia, 


and 


was 
ims 
yne 
yurt 
No. 
yne 
bill 


was 
ims 
land 
‘the 

(S. 
e St- 
ond- 
‘ond 


was 
11M 
nam 
ourt 
No. 
nam 


bill 


was 
aims 
inty, 
f the 
relief 
hout 
| toa 


‘hom 
aims 
mnty, 
favor 
yr the 
nnes- 


|, and 


yhom 
jaims 
inson 
court 
. 330) 


hnson 


1860. 


Tennessee, without amendment. Th 
+i] was read, and or to a second reading. 





county, 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referr' 


ns the ERthode Island, with the opinion of the 
etn favor of the claim, reported the bill (8S. 
v.33] for the relief of Mercy Armstrong, of 
Gloucester county, Rhode Island, without amend- 


nt. The bill was read, and passed to a second 
ment. 


4 vo 
ese, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a billreported by the Court of Claims 
for the relief of Esther Stevens, of Van Buren 
county, Michigan, with the opinion of the court 
yor of the claim, reported the bill (S. No. 332) 
for the relief of Esther Stevens, of Van Buren 
county, Michigan, without amendment. The 
pill was read, and passed to a second reading. 


in fa 





| 


dabill reported by the Court of Claims | 
elief of Merey Armstrong, of Gloucester | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred abillreported by the Court of Claims 
for the relief of Hannah 0 
county, Pennsylvania, with the opinion of the 
coun y 3 y : j = 
court infavor of the claim, reported the bil (S.No. 
493) for the relief of Hannah Weaver, of Wayne 
county, Pennsylvania, without amendment. The 
pill was read, and passed toa second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred a bill reperted by the Court of Claims | 


for the relief of Anna Parrot, of Clinton county, 
Ohio, with the ome of the court in favor of the 
claim, reported the bill (S. No. 334) for the relief 
of Anna Parrot, of Clinton county, Ohio, with- 


out amendment. The bill was read, and passed |) 


to a second reading. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


Claims for the relief of Nancy Madison, of Fair- 
field county, Ohio, with the opinion of ‘the court 
in favor of the claim, reported the bill (S. No. 
335) for the relief of Nancy Madison, of Fairfield 
county, Ohio, without amendment. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 








was referred a bill reported by the Court of | 
Claims for the rélief of Rosamond Robinson, of | 
Belknap county, New Hampshire, with the opin- || 
ion of the court in favor of the claim, reported | 


the bill (S. No. 336) for the relief of Rosamond 
Robinson, of Belknap county, New Hampshire, 
without amendment. The bill was read, and passed 
to asecond reading. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims 
for the relief of Lavinia Tipton, of White county, 
Tennessee, with the opinion of the court in favor 


relief of Lavinia Tipton, of White county, Ten- 
nessee, without amendment. 
and passed to a second reading. 


-_ 


ae ne 


| 


structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
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that there shall be no more appointments to the grade of | 


pursers in the Navy; that all duties now pertormed by offi- 
eers of this grade shall be performed by ofiicers of the line ; 
also, that they inquire into the expediency of providing by 


law that all appointments to the marine corps of the United | 


States shall be made fggm graduates of the United States 
Naval Academy. 


STEVENS’S REPORT. 


Mr. LANE submitted the following'resolution; | 


which was considered by unanimous consent, and | 


agreed to: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed to 
inquire into the-expediency of printing ten thousand extra 
copies of Stevens’s railroad report. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. GREEN. I offered a resolution a few days 


ago, which is lying on the table, in reference to a | 


recess in April and May. 
taken up. 
The motion was agreed to: and the Senate pro- 


I move now that it be 


_ ceeded to consider the following resolution: 
eaver, of Wayne || 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives | 
concurring,) That the two Houses of Congress do adjourn | 


on the 20th of April next, until the 20th of May next. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- | 


formed that the 20th of May comes on Sunday. 
Mr. GREEN. Make it the 2Ist. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That alteration 
will be made. 
Mr. ANTHONY. 


I desire to offer an amend- 


ment to the resolution. If we adjourn on the 20th 


of April, to meet again on the 21st of May, we 


shall return to find the country suffering under | 
| three presidential nominations, and we shall have 


| to remain here at least a month longer than would 


|| be necessary to carry on the business of Con- | 
was referred a bill reported by the Court of | 


gress,in order tolisten to gentlemen who wish to | 


address their constituents through the Congres- 


| sional Globe; butif we fix atime for the final ad- 


|| the resolution: 


The bill was read, | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom || 
was referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims || 
for the relief of Mary Grant, of the State of South 
Carolina, with the opinion of the court in favor of 


lina, withoutamendment. The bill was read, and | 


passed to a second reading. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims | 
ooper, of Virginia, 


for the relief of Mary Ann 
with the opinion of the court in favor of the claim, 
reported the bill (S. No. 339) for the relief of Mary 
Ann Hooper, of Virginia, without amendment. 
The bill was read, a ssed to a second reading. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Militar 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 11) making an appropriation for the 
ment of expenses incurred by the people o 


@ 
the | 


Territories of Oregon and Washington, in the sup- | 
pression of Indian hostilities therein, in the years | 


1855 and 1856, re 


rg a ee which was ordered to be printed. 


ot to whom was referred the petition of Bar- 
ah, Glover, praying to be allowed a pension, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 


to be printed. 
NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. 


. Mr. GRIMES submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


ported it with an amendment,and | 


| 
| 





EE, from the Committee on Pen- || 


| 


} 


| day, and work up to it. 
the claim, reported the bill (S. No. 338) for the || 


relief of Mary Grant, of the State of South Caro- || souri. 


|| journment, the effect of this resolution will not be 


to prolong the session. I have left the time in 
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we shall have to work on into July, and perhaps 
August, te get through with it,and also to hear 
political speeches in favor of and against all the 
candidates. I think, therefore, it is better not to 
adopt the motion of the Senator from Missouri; 
and I propose so to amend it, as to provide for an 
adjournment sine die on the first Monday of June. 
If that motion will take precedence of the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island, | will move it. 
I desire to strike out the original proposition al- 
together, and insert, in lieu of it, ** that the two 
Houses shall adjourn sine die on the first Monday 
of June.’’ I have not the almanac before me, so 
as to enable me to give the day of the month. 

Mr. FOOT. The Senator from North Carolina 
will most directly reach his purpose by moving 
to fill the blank, in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Rhode [sland, with the words * the 
first Monday in June.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will accept that. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. But he proposes to add 
that to the resolution, so that we shall have the 
proposition to take a recess for a month, asa part 
of it, and my object is to prevent that. Before 
adding his amendment to the resolution, I take it 
to be competent for me to move to amend it by 
striking out the words I have alluded to, and sub- 
stituting . eee for an adjournment sine 
die on the first Monday in June. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Rhode Island proposes to accept the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina. The Senator 
from Rhode Island should propose his amend- 
ment to strike out all after the resolving clause, 


/ and insert; and if he then accepted the amend- 


mentof the Senator from North Carolina, the ques- 
tion would come up in the form the latter Senator 
desires. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I intended my first propo- 


sition as an amendment to the resolution of the 


' Senator from Missouri, that we should take a 


my amendment blank, and desire to have it fixed | 
on the Monday nearest to the 15th of June, which, 


I think, will leave ample time for the transaction | 


i. ~ it 
of all the business necessary to carry on the Gov- 


ernment, and for the consideration of the meas- 
ures now before Congress. 
Mr. GREEN. I will accept the amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
wait until the amendment is read? 


Itis to add to || 


And thatthe Presiding Officers of the two House adjourn 


the two Houses of Congress sine die at twelve o’clock on 
the —— day of June next. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. If it is in order, [ intended 


|| to move, as a substitute for the resolution of my 


of the claim, reported the bill (S. No. 337) for the | 


friend from Missouri, a similar proposition to that | 

| presented by the Senator from Rhode Island, but | 

pore for the final adjournment on the first | 
a 


Monday in June. I think we may adjourn at 
that time, and I prefer fixing that day. If we find 
it necessary to hold on a little longer, it will be 
easy to extend the time. It is better to name a 
I am opposed, however, 
utterly to the motion of the Senator from Mis- 
It is a proposition to adjourn fora month 
in the middle of the session, to allow gentlemen 
to go off to the political conventions. It does seem 
to me that the principal business of the Congress 
of the United States is legislation, and not attend- 
ing political meetings. Take, for instance, the 
Charleston convention: it is so far off that I sup- 

ose there are few Senators who expect to go; I 
bees not heard any Senator say that he intends 
togo. Butof course, if you =~ Sg fora month, 
many will be likely togo. Why not let us goon 
with our business here ? 

As to the second convention, which is to occur 
at Baltimore, it is a ride of only an hour and a 
half. I doubt if any Senator intends to attend it; 
or, if there is any, doubtless he can be spared for 
aday ortwo. Perhaps the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Critrenpen,] and one or two others 
who feel a deep interest, might go over. We 
might accommodate them by notacting on any bill 
in which they felt a special interest during their 
absence. 

In reference to the Chicago convention, perhaps 
some gentlemen on the other side may wish to 
go there; but I think it doubtful. The Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Foor] shakes his head. 
Why should we adjourn in the middle of the ses- 
sion for one month? We shall come back here, 





] 


recess of a month, and then adjourn finally on 
the 1lth of June. J understand the Senator from 
North Carolina to propose a substitute for the 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
North Carolina can only propose an amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 


| Island. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I am opposed to taking a 
recess fora month, I want to get at that; and if 
my amendment will not take precedence of the 
one offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, I 
must wait until there is a vote on his amendment, 
and then I can move, as a substitute for the ori- 
ginal proposition, what I have indicated. I am 
indifferent whether his amendment be adopted or 
not. My object isto strike at the original motion. 

Mr. GREEN. I think the Senator from North 
Carolina takes an entirely mistaken view of this 
subject. Adjourning for one month does not 
cost the Government a single dollar. On the con- 
trary, it is a saving of money to the Government, 
as I can demonstrate. The pay of the members 
is precisely the same, whether they are in session 
or not in session; while the pay of a number of 
employés depends upon the fact whether Congress 
is in session or not. [tis well known to ever 
member present, including the Senator from Nort 


| Carolina, that we always, out of a principle of 


courtesy to each other and to the different parties, 
come to an understanding, and say no business 
shall be transacted during the holding of these con- 
ventions; and we know that that will be the prac- 
tical effect. No work will be done; but we shall 
adjourn three days ata time—from one third da 

to the second third day, and so on—until they all 
come back, and are ready to resume their labors. 
As this will be the case, and we know it, why 


| not at once make an open, honest confession 


of the fact, and adjourn for one month? Then 


|| those who choose to attend the conventions—and 


many will anyhow—can do so; and those who 
choose to go home, as I desire to do, can do so, 
getting no mileage, no pay for it; it involving no 
expense to the Government. He says, however, 
we shall forget the stage of the business. If our 
memories are so short, | apprehend we are hardly 
fit to legislate. 1 do notexpect to forget the stage 
of business. I expect to keep up with it, whether 
present or absent; and I really think that this is 


| a measure of economy and a measure of justice, 


Mr.CLINGMAN. I will barely say that I did 


forgetting where we have left our business, and || not urge that this would add to the expenses of 
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the Government. I do not know that it will affect 
the expenses any way; but I think it wil) be very 
inconvenient to Senators, to be kept here in the 
summer; and the result of this measure will be to 
protract the session in the summer. Whatever 
may be the strength of my friend’s memory, I doubt 
whether there are many Senators here who will 
not say that we can finish business in less time by 
going on regularly with it, than by having an in- 
terregnum of a month, and then having to com- 
mence many things de novo. But with reference 
to the amendment of the Stnator from Rhode 
Island, I have nothing to say. When it is outof 
the way, I shail make the motion I have indicated. 

Mr. GWIN., If the motion is to adjourn finally | 
on the 15th of June, I am for it, and against the 
recess. 

Mr. BROWN. I shall vote for the original reso- 
lution, unless it is amended in the way proposed 
by the Senator from Rhode Island. In chat event 
I shall vote against it. I am not fer fixing early 
days of adjournment, We are paid by the year 
to transact the public business; and it is our duty, 
I think, to stay here until we have done it; and 
when there is nothing else to do, then adjourn. 
That was the argument urged when the bill salary- 
ing Senators and Representatives was passed. 
The country was satisfied with it, because the 
people supposed that paying us by the year would 
induce us to transact the people’s business; and 
we ought to stay here and doit. I shall not vote 
to fix early days of adjournment. I should be 
very glad to work every day, and get through the 
business as early as possible, and go home; but 
here we have been adjourning over one or two 
days every week during this session of Congress. 
We have done nothing. Now we propose to fix 
a day to adjourn, and go away and abandon the 
business of our masters. In my humble opinion, 
we have no right to do it; and [ shall not consent 
to do it. 

Mr. lVERSON. The Senator from Missouri 
has stated correctly that if no recess is taken, 
according to the practice and courtesy which pre- 
vail in the body, the Senate will do no business 
during the time the respective conventions shall 
be in session. I think that was the case four years 
ago, during the Cincinnati convention, and the 
convention of the Republican party in Philadel- 
phia. It was agreed, by common consent, that 
no business of arly importance whatever should 
be transacted during the absence of Senators at 
those conventions. That will be the case again. 
The Senator from North Carolina says he is not 
aware of any Senators going to these conventions. 
I know three of my own knowledge on this side 
of the House who are delegates to the Charleston 
convention, and I know they are all going, for I 
have so understood from them; and I apprehend 
there are other Senators who desire to attend it. 
I do not myself wish or expect to attend, but, 
doubtiess, there are many who would prefer to do 
so. And so with the other convention—a num- 
ber of the gentlemen on the other side will desire 
to attend it. 

Under these circumstances, if the Senate does 
not do any business while those bodies are sit- 
ting, [ want to know what is the necessity of 
keeping Senators here simply to adjourn over 
from one term of three days to another.. Senators 
will be compelled to do that, or else they will lose 
their Ps If a recess is taken, the pay goes on; 
but if the Senate is in session, every man who 
does not attend here at the time the Senate meets, 
loses his pay. Then what is the use of staying 
here for the purpose of getting our pay and doing 
no business, because that will be the result of it. 
We shall transact no business, on account of Sen- 
ators going off to attend these conventions; and | 
sO mabe will go that the universal courtesy re- 
quires that we should attend to no business, of | 
any consequence, at least, during theirabsence; so || 
that it will amount to precisely the same thing, || 
in point of fact, whether we take a recess or not. | 
The Senate will transact no business while the || 
conventions are sitting. | 

| 


Members of the House of Representatives are 
very anxious also, I understand, to go, and the 
want to change the arrangement of their Hall, 
This will give them the opportunity of changing | 
the internal arrangements of their Hall. It seems 
to me that, taking all things into consideration, it 
is better to take a recess; but I am, with the Sen- | 
ator from. Mississippi, against fixing early days | 


| I think it 
| sitions, 


which requires our attention; and we have no 
right to shirk the public duty and go off and at- 
tend to our private affairs. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido ug believe with the 


Senator that there is a necessity for our refusing | 


to do business because three gentlemen on this 
side intend to go to Charleston. 


off with three gentlemen on the other side who }| 


for the final adjournment. I think it is our duty 
to stay as long as there is any public business |, relation to that remark of the Se 
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| 


want to go home, and we can go on with business | 


as usual. We have often three gentlemen absent 
on this side. 
one week’s adjournment, it would not have been 
so bad; but to take up a month in this way is in- 
tolerable. Itisa mere matter of personal conven- 
ience. 


It may be hard that three gentlemen, if 


If this had been a proposition for | 


they go, should lose their pay; but their business | 


is here. 
there instead of letting their alternates go, I pre- 
sume their patriotism will allow them to sacrifice 
eight dollars and a quarter a day. - 


Mr. GWIN. I am entirely opposed to taking 


If they think it more important to go | 


a recess for any of the conventions. If members | 
choose to go to the national conventions, it is no | 


reason why the Senate of the United States should 
abandon its duty to the fountry to carry on legis- 
lation. But, aside from that, the recess will stop 
the progress of business. 
day for an early adjournment, and work up to it 


and get through with the business, or as much of 


it as we intend to transact during this session. 


I hope we shall have no recess, and I am sorry | 
that the Senator from Rhode Island did not move | 


to strike out the whole resolution, and propose 
to appoint the first Monday of June for the final 
adjournment. 


i 
| 
| 

‘ 


We had better fix a | 


| 
| 
| 
} 
; 


\| P 


Mr. CLINGMAN. That is my motion, to | 


come up as soon as the amendment is disposed of. 
Mr. GWIN. Very well;I shall vote for that. 


| 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is | 


on the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 


Island. 
Mr. CLARK. Let it be read. 


The Secretary read it; to add at the end of the 


resolution: 


| And that the Presiding Officers respectively adjourn the 
two Houses of Congress sine die at twelve o’clock on the 


—— day of June next. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope the Senate will vote 
down the amendment, and then vote down the 
I believe the number of 
Leaving 
that out of view, I think-it is indiscreet at this 
The | 
Senate has usually proceeded with deference to 
the House of Representatives upon that subject. 
Our habit has been, the House being the larger 
body and having more difficulty in getting through 
with its legislation, to await the action of the 


original proposition. 


votes for the recess will be very few. 


time to fix a day for our final adjournment. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


is || ingly vote for it; but I wish that ex 
They may pair |) 








March 29 
LS ce : 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I was going to observe, 


: ° J nator from 
gia, that if the House desires a recess of a 
ro 


Houses, for the purpose of puttine its Hall j 

order, and shoul pass a redblatlan be that off 2 
courtesy to the House of Representative a 
require us to yield to its wishes, and I wo 


os 
8 Would 
uld wi}. 


the House to come officially. peace Reni 

Mr. GREEN. They requested it to be mors 
here first. It is for all these purposes, “prin 
not conflict with any public interest; for we k a 
no public business will be neglected in ‘oan 
quence of it. I cansece no propriety whatever i, 
refusing this request made by the House of Rew 
resentatives. owever, the Senate may do ans 
pleases. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lask the Senator in wi 
form the House of Representatives has made the 
request? Is it some individual members? e 

Mr.GREEN. Individual members have spoke 
to Senators on the subject. —_ 

Mr. CLINGMAN. How do we know tha 
they represent the view of a majority of the 
House? Gentlemen very often think they speak 
the sentiments of the House when they do not 
I take it if the House has a general feeling of that 
sort, itcan readily put through a resolution, | 
have heard pee many gentlemen express views 
against it. [am not prepared to say what the 

| majority think. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the amendment embar- 
rasses the resolution of the Senator from Mis. 
souri, I withdraw it, and will submit it afterwards 
as an independent proposition if his resolution 

asses. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
| on the following resolution of the Senator from 
| Missouri: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives 
concurring therein,) That the two Houses of Congréss do 


| =— on the 20th of April next, until the 2st day of 
| I ay. : 


Mr. CLARK called for the yeas and nays; and 


|| being taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 29; as fol- 
| lows: e 


YEAS—Messtrs. Anthony, Brown, Fitch, Foot, Green, 
, Hemphill, Iverson, Lane, Sebastian, Simmons, Trumbull, 
| and Yulee—12. 

NAYS — Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, 
Bright, Cameron, Chandler, Chesnut, Clark, Clay, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Pitzpat- 
| rick, Grimes, Gwin, Hamlin, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Rice, 
Saulsbury, and Sumner—29. 


So the resolution was rejected. 
REGULATIONS FOR THE GUANO TRADE. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senate to take up, 
this morning, the bill in relation to regulating 
guano discoveries. I desire to make some amend- 


| 





House, and when it fixes a day for final adjourn- || ments to the bill, and I hope to offer some amend- 


ment, keep it on our table so that we can pass it | 
at any moment when the business of the session | 
will justify it. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


ate if his view is right. 
the amendment with it. 


amendment and vote down the resolution. 
put8 an end to it. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 


the way I suggested. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. 


sitions. 
it ought to be. 
termined that question, as I ho 


resolution. 


Mr.GREEN. I request the Senator from Rhode 


I like to test both propo- 
I desire to know whether we propose to 
adjourn finally before the House has given any ex- 
| pression to its view. We cannot well tell the time 
We have always considered it 
proper to await the action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on that subject. When we have de- 
we shall, in the 
negative, and decided not to fix the day of final 
adjournment, I shall then vote against the original 


Allow me to suggest to | 

the Senator to move to postpone the resolution y = 
| indefinitely. That will test the sense of the Sen- | the act entitled 

I will cheerfully vote 

with him to postpone the original resolution, and 

, that will carr 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Let us vote down the | 


That | 


I am in favor of that; but | 
I supposed we should get at it more quickly by 


| 


ments which will meet and obviate the objections 
which gentlemen have already suggested. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, es 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 303) supplementary to 
n act to authorize protection 
to be given to citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of guano,”’ approved Av- 
gust 18, 1856. _ 

Mr. HAMLIN. [I propose to amend the bill 
|| in section one, line thirteen, by adding, after the 
word “‘assigns,”’ the words “ at the pleasure of 
Congress.”’ The object is to retain all power in 
Congress, ultimately, over this matter, precisel 
as it is retained in the original law. I do not thin 
the bill would have changed it, but this meets all 
objection on that score. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





Mr, HAMLIN. 


I propose further to amend 
| the bill, in the same section, by adding, after the 


I will read. Before reading it, I will say that - 
roviso in the section as it now stands gives the 





Island to withdraw his proposition, and offer it 


as an independent one, aftr mine is voted upon. 
tter to test them as separate propo- | 
nator from 


I beg leave to remind the 


Louisiana of this fact, that the House of Repre- 


sentatives desire this proposition passed. 


cretary of State authority to revise his opinion 
in relation to conflicting rights; that is, if 4 ~ 
tificate shall have been given to a wrong party, DY 
mistake, fraud, or upon insufficient evidence, | , 
may, at any time within a year, revise his op!" 
ion, and give a certificate to the a clearly en 
titled thereto. The amendment which I now pro- 


| word ‘‘ thereto,” in the twenty-fourth line, what 
pose to introduce, gives to the Secretary of Sate 


an unqualified power to abrogate entirely any cer 
tificate he may have given, seoeided in his opinion 
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thealleged discoverer was not entitled to the same. 
The amendment is in these words: | 
And incase any controversy shall azise in relation to 


any of the said islands, keys, or rocks, in which any weeoien 


a »nt shall be a party, and the Secretary shall 

Coser 8 certificate has been improperly issued to a 
—_ of the United States, then the Secretary shall have 
some, and it shall be his duty, to annul all proceedings in 


relation thereto. 7 
And I propose also. to add another clause which 

jimits the existing law: : 
And in no ease shall the President of the United States 

be authorized to employ the Jand or naval forces for the 


protection of said islands, rocks, and keys, before reporting | 


o Congress. 
"ah. FESSENDEN. I would suggest to my 
colleague that he should cover, also, future cases. 
Mr. HAMLIN. It covers past and future cases. 
The original act provides: 
«That the President of the United States is hereby au- 


thorized, at his discretion, to employ the Jand and naval | 


forces of the United States to protect the rights of the said 
discoverer or discoverers, or their assigns, as aforesaid.”’ 


It is a very broad power. It is a power which | 


I think was not very fully examined at the time 
the bill was passed. I propose to limit that 
power, and [ propose to do it because I am in- 
formed that there are now controversies existing 
between this Government and fom Govern- 
ments, where they set upaclaim. The original 
law elearly gives to the President that power; and 
[think itis a power Over which we ought to exer- 
cise a restraining influence. For these reasons I 
have offered the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope the amendment will 
prevail. It is a very important amendment, as 
there are already some difficulties under the law. 

Mr. YULEE. [would suggest to the Senator 
from Maine, instead of leaving it in the discretion 
of the Secretary of State, to substitute the Presi- 
dent. Let the President be authorized to with- 
draw the certificate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will insert the amendment, 
before the word * Congress,” ‘and being duly 
authorized thereto by.’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour has ar- | 


rived when the Chair must call up the special 
order. 


Mr. MASON, I donot mean to delay this bill, | 
but I would say to the honorable Senator from | 


Maine, who has introduced it,and who now pro- 
poate to modify it by limiting the authority of the 
resident to use the public force to protect these 
islands, that he is mistaken in his idea that the 
clause in the original law which gave that power 
to the President was not well considered. . The 
law was drawn with great care to prevent the pos- 
sibility, as far as it could. be done, of the Presi- 
dent’s annexing any of these islands to the Uni- 
ted States, until he was satisfied, in the manner 
pointed out by the law, that they really were not 
the property of, or claimed by, any other nation, 
and were out of possession; and the right to use 
the public force for the protection of the islands 
was given only after they came into the posses- 
sion of American citizens, under that law, so that 
itshould not be permitted to any foreign Power 
to dispossess American Gtisehs:hscaune if it did 
dispossess them, it would dispossess them of land 
established as a part of the United States, by the 
policy and the law of the United States; and. in 
that View, as a preventive measure, the President 
Was authorized to expel.any foreign. Power that 
should intrude upon, or take possession of, Amer- 
can territory, tis the same power that he pos- 
Sesses now, I take for granted, without the inter- 
vention of Congress, to repelinyasion. I think 
Seeore, that those reasons, which would lead 
; nators to modify fies lest the President might 
ring us into 8 war by the undue exercise of the 
retion vested in him, might have the very op- 
posite effect, upon the ole maxim that one ounce 
p Prevention is worth a pound of cure, If the 
ipesident hadahe poorer to prevent, by the use of 
¢ public force when necessary, the intrusion of 
any foreign Power upon, any tion of the Uni- 
° 


States, it might ith one twentieth, 
OF one hundred pay of the cost that it would 
90 
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sion. _ But it is a matter pertaining more to com- 
merce and to commercial interests than to those 
with which Iam specially charged, and I shall 
not interfere if the Senate chooses to modify it. 


require to expel that Power after it got. posses- 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. What order will 


dut 


of the Chair to announce it at this hour. 





| the special order until we can dispose of this bill. 
| We can get through with it in a few moments. 

| The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am informed by the See- 


| 





|| there is' correspondence going on between the 
|| British Government and our own now in relation 
| to this matter. 
|| islands in the sea, and there is no counter claim, 
perhaps, set up, until after the certificate is issued, 
until somebody is interested to contest the right; 
| and then it turns out that some foreign nation 
| makes a claim. Under the existing law, on the 
certificate being issued, the Rresident is author- 
ized to use the land and naval forces to pretect 
the right of the man who holds the certificate, 
This is too large a power to give, and it is em- 
barrassing on all sides. Where there is a counter 
claim by a foreign nation, the question should be 
submitted to Congress before force is used, or be- 
fore war is declared. There is a case where a 
claim was made by an American citizen to have 
discovered an island which probably belonged to 
Hayti; and so it will be in many other cases. 
They present their claim, and a certificate is issued 
on the information before the Department, other 


present to contest it; and hence these embarrass- 
|} ments arise. I do not see any difficulty to/result 
from the proviso of the Senator from Maine, and 
I think it would be most prudent to adopt it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT... Some modifica- 
tions having been made in the amendment, the 
Secretary will read, it as @ now stands. 

The Secretary readthe amendment as modified, 
as follows: 

And incase any contrvversy shall arise in relation to any 
of said islands, keys, or rocks, in which any foreign Gov- 
ernment shall bea purty, and the Secretary, under the direc- 
tion of the President, shall be satisfied that a certificate has 
been improperly issued to a citizen of the United States, 
then the Secretary shall have the power, and it shall be his 
duty, to annul all proceedings in relation thereto. And in 
no case shall the President of the United States be anthor- 
ized to: employ the land or nava) forces for the protection 
of said islands, rocks, and keys, without reporting to, and 
being thereto duly authorized by, Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I now propose to amend the 
bill, inine eighteen of the same section, by insert- 
ing, after the words ‘Secretary of State,’’ the 
words *‘under the direction of the President.’’ 
That carries out the suggestion which the Senator 
from Florida made a few minutes ago. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I now propose to amend the 
second section by striking out, in lines eight and 





nine, the words “at such ports as shall be desig- | 


nated by,”’ and insert ‘‘at the expense of the im- 
orter or owner, under such regulations as shall 
be prescribed by;’’ so that the clause’ shall read: 

And that before the same shall be passed through the 
custom-house where entered, it shall be examined and an- 
alyzed, at the expense of the importer or. owner, under 
such regulations as shall be preseribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

I think myself that it is the very best form in 
which this section, under all the circumstances, can 
be placed. ‘I regard it as very desirable that this 
guano should be subject to an inspection and 
analysis, If you undertake to do it under the 
revenue laws at all ports, you must have a large 
corps of officers. This- wil avoid that. I am ap- 
prised of the fact that in several of the States, 
not all, there are State inspectors. This amend- 
ment provides that the inspection shall be at the 
expense of the importer.or owner, and it leaves 

| the Secretary of the Treasury to prescribe the 
| rules under which, the manner in which that in- 
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| the Senate take upon the special order? It is the | 


r. HAMLIN, I ask the Senate to postpone | 


| retary of State himself that the provision of the | 
old law has already led to embarrassment; and | 
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spection shall be had. Now what will be ‘in all 
human _probability the result of this action? In 
those States where there is a'State inspection, 
there can be no doubt he will adopt that State in- 
spection as part of his system. In those States 
where there are no State inspectors, he will desig- 
nate persons at proper points to inspect the guano; 
but it will be at the expense of the importer or 
owner, I think, ander all the circunistances, gen- 
tlemen who represent States where there are State 
inspections, can have no objection to this, and in 
the States where we have no State inspection, we 
shall call on the Secretary of the Treasury to des- 
ignate the men who shal! make the inspection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN.’ To perfect the bill, I move to 
add the same words, ‘‘and at the expense of the 
importer or owner,’’ after the word “ fraud’’ in 
the eighteenth line of the second section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
* Shall the bill be engrossed and read a third 
time ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I think it well 
that we should pause in our progress in this spe- 
cies of legislation. In 1856, and ppon the pied 
that it wasin the interest of agriculture, we adopted 
a law which is extraordinary in its character, and 
I think has been really dangerous in its effects. 
It has involved us already in more diplomatic 
questions, and looks more seriously to the disturb- 
ance of the peace of the country, than any other 
law orany other act which probably has occurred 
in the whole history of the nation. We have had, 
in the first place, a controversy with Venezuela, 
next with Peru, and more recently with Great 
Britain; and I believe, though I now recollect but 
three, that there are probably as many as six ar 
seven cases of controversies Which have arisen; 
and the last which struck my attention was in 
regard to that high and commanding point in the 
group of the Bahamas, called Cayo Vero. It 
seems to have been assumed asa discovery, though 
from its prominence and the length of time it has 
been upon the maps, I think we hazard little in 
supposing itis among those which were laid down 
by Columbus; but on account of the extraordi- 
nary ex parte character of the proceeditigs under 
the act of 1856, it was only necessary for an 
American citizen to report that he had discovered 
it,and then the President was invested with power 
to use the Army and the Navy, in seas however 
remote, to protect him in the possession of that 
which he declared to be his discovery, without 
notice being served upon | other Government 
to ascertain whether it was known to other peo- 
ple or not. Now, ata time when—at least upon 
the other side of the Chamber—there is scarcely 
a voice raised in favor of conferring on the Preés- 
ident the power to protect the great Isthmus 
transits, essential to bind the two portions of the 
United States together; when it is pronounced to 
be a proposition to confer on the President a power 
to make war, if we permit him, under the pro- 
visions of treaties, to protect American citizens, it 
is alittle remarkable that we should find upon 
the statute-book, in the interest of the guano trade, 
a power far more extensive than any contem- 

lated in any provision which has been moved 
before in the donate of the United States. But 
after we have proceeded but a very short period 
—from 1856 down to this day—under a law which 
was enacted, at least under the plea—I will not 
say whether real or fictitions—that it was in the 
interest of agriculture, we now find that an altera- 
tion is proposed in the interest of commerce; and 
whereas this protection was to be given in order 
that fertilizers might be introduced into the United 
States, and for that reason we were involved in 
this extraordinary legislation, now it is proposed, 
in the interest of commerce, to give this protec- 
tion to private adventurers, in seas however re- 
mote. 

Theamendments which have just been adopted, 
so far as I comprehend ‘tuéir application to the 
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origin of the act of 1856 as dangerous in all its 
tendencies, this supplemental legislation cannot 
remove the radical defect which I think exists in 
the bill we then adopted, and that it is better now 
to arrest our steps, and just here I propose that 
we shall not only stop, but turn back; that we 
shall proceed toward the repeal of the act of 1856, 
instead of supplemental legislation under it. I 
know that rights have grown up under it; I am 


amending it by inserting in the thirteenth line of 
the first section, after the word “assigns,”’ the 
words ‘being such citizens;’’ so as to confine it 


| to assigns who are citizens of the United States. 


not willing that any citizen of the United States, | 


eer by this legislation to invest his prop- | 


erty on barren rocks in distant seas, should be 
deprived of any rights which he has thus acquired, 
without receiving due compensation. 
willing, therefore, merely to offer an amendment to 


I am not) 


repeal the act of 1856; but I hope the Senate will | 


reject the supplemental act, and that the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce, or the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, one or the other, will address them- | 


} 
| 
| 
| 


selves to the subject of such repeal of the act of | 


1856 as will restore us to the legitimate action of 
this Government, and relieve us from the difficul- 
ties into which we are so rapidly plunging. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, it is not my 
purpose to discuss the reasons which led to the 
passage of the act of 1856. It is undoubtedly true 
that it has involved us in difficulties, and I sup- 
pose that all the cases stated by the Senator from 
Mississippi have arisen. Iam not well enough 
informed on the subject to know precisely how 


extensive any of those disagreements between our | 


Government and foreign Governments have been, 


but I do desire to say to the Senator from Mis- | 
sissippi, and it is all I propose to say, that this | 


bill itself, so far as it has any effect on that 
question, is restraining in its terms upon the 


power of the President, and it takes from him | 
duties and obligations that were imposed on him | 
by the original act. The very difficulties which | 


have arisen, would not have arisen if the law of 
1856 had been in the terms in which this bill now 
is. It was made the duty of the President by that 
law to do certain things; he had no discretionary 

ower. If this bill shall become a law it vests the 

ull discretion in the President of the United States, 
and it is made his duty, to annul the proceedings 
where he believes they ought to be annulled, in 
cases of controvers Lacianee this and a foreign 
Government; and she very cases to which the 
Senator has referred, I think I am safe in saying, 
would never have existed if the original law had 
contained this provision. It takes away the power 
or the duty, call it which you please, of the Pres- 
ident to use the land and naval forces in maintain- 
ing the possession of these islands, until he shall 
have reported the factsto Congress, and been au- 
thorized to use them by Congress. 

I have very little to say in relation to the sug- 

stion that we should repeal the law of 1856. I 

o not believe it is wise todo so. I believe that 
law may be made useful, both to commerce and 
to agriculture; and I do not, by any means, re- 
gard this bill as a bill in favor of commerce. Com- 
merce has its interests in it; so has agriculture, 
This bill provides for a method of analysis, for 
inspection, which is expressly for the protection 
of the agricultural interests. Opening it to com- 
merce, I contend, is no detriment whatever to ag. 
riculture. If you force other qualities and kinds 
of guano into a foreign market, you drive these 
out. If you force these wholly into our market 
you exclude others. Now, different qualities of 
guano are adapted to different soils, and you may 
allow those which may be better adapted to for- 
eign soils than to our own to go there and displace 
that which is in that market, and which will find 
a market here, unless our market is controlled by 
our own islands, 

Again: from the examination which I have 
made, the number of keys, about which, asI can 
learn, there is no sort of trouble, exceeds now 
something over fifty, and they have a quantity of 
guano daily increasing beyond any amount that 
will be taken away. Therefore, the agricultural 
interest can by no possibility be injured in any 
way, but it will be Penefited. Commerce, at the 
same time, will be benefited. This bill is caleu- 
lated to remove, and does most plainly remove 
the most objectionable features in the original 


law, to which the Senator from Mississippi has 
alluded. 
Mr. MASON, I would suggest to the Senator 


from Maine, in order to make this bill conform to 
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It might be so considered now, but it would be 
safer to say so expressly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not think that amend- 
ment necessary; but it will do noharm, and I have 
no objection to it. - 

Mr. MASON. I propose, in the thirteenth line 
of the first section, after the word ** assigns,’’ to 
insert ** being such citizens.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I do not at all 
agree with the suggestion of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Mississippi, that it would be wise to re- 
the law of 1856, or that it would be unwise 
»y this supplementary act to improve its policy. 
We know very well that within late years public 
attention has been very much attracted to the de- 
posits of guano in the Pacific, as the greatest fer- 
tilizer that has been up to this time used in agri- 
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culture—one of such value that I know, in my own | 


country, very large expenditures are made in the 
purchase of guano from the Peruvian islands, un- 
der circumstances giving to the purchasers a belief 
that they, in making the purchases, are the sub- 
jects of the greatest extortion by the Peruvian 
Government. The Peruvian Government, fora 
long time, were the-sole possessors of the pecu- 
liar kind of guano that was held to be the best fer- 
ulizer; and, holding a monopoly, had it in their 
power to exact immense prices from those who 
purchased it. But notwithstanding that exaction; 
notwithstanding the sense of imposition which 
the purchasers entertained, I know, in my own 
country, the people paid, and continued to pay, 
very large prices; and believed that they found 
an advantage in using the article, even at those 
prices. 

At the time the law of 1856 was passed, it was 
done at the instance of gentlemen chiefly I think 
from the State of New York, who represented 
that one of the New England whale ships, or a 
New York whale ship, in the Pacific some years 
before, had accidentally made a discovery of an 
island a very short distance elevated above the 
level of the sea, resorted to altogether by birds, 
without vegetation, where the captain of the ship 
landed for the purpose Of burying one of his sea- 
men. He did not much regard the character of 
the deposit; it did not attract his attention any 
further, until on his return to the United States 
he found that deposits of like character from the 
Chincha islands had attained such great results. 
When it was proposed to Congress to take some 
measures to give to the citizens the benefit of dis- 
coveries of islands that really and bona fide be- 
longed to no other Power, I confess that, for one, 
under the safeguards of that law, I readily en- 
tered into the policy, and was chiefly instrument- 
al in getting the establishment of the law. Every- 
body would agree that where there was a treasure 
of such great value derelict and unknown the 
first possessor would find a great many claimants, 
who would spring up after its value was known; 
and it would probably result that it would bring 
the Government not into collision, but into en- 
tanglements and difficulties with foreign nations 
who set up a similar claim, or an after claim. 
Then, was the United States to be deterred, lest 
it should get into a quarrel with foreign nations, 
from availing itself of a discovery of its own cit- 
izens, in order to reduce the price of this valuable 
fertilizer to the people of the United States? Was 
the Government to be deterred, by fear of a quar- 
rel, from doing that which it had the undoubted 
right to do for the benefit of the country? I should 
say no. I have no fear that if quarrels should 
arise the Government of the United States would 
hesitate to abandon the supposed discovery if it 
was not really such, or eanl not maintain the 
quarrel if satisfied that our side was just, Other- 
wise we should be in a condition of such weak- 
ness as to be unable to take our place in the family 
of nations, and to enter into the fierce competi- 
tions and rivalries that belong to such a position. 
I think it would be not exactly wise to repeal the 
existing law, or to refuse to add to it any supple- 
mental policy that may be necessary. 

Mr. DAVIS. . Mr. President, Ceberviiig very 
much to the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations on any diplomatic question, I 
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bill, appear to improve it; but looking upon the H the policy of the original law, the propriety of || submit to him whether it is becomi 


ernment to allow itself to be pee er Gey. 
controversies oo the mere representation ae 
adventurer, and at the mere credence of the E - 
utive or his Secretary of State. There — 
proceeding here to ascertain whether the jg] Sr 
occupied when claimed to bé discovered = 
still less is there any proceeding to en 
whether it had been previously tutovans 
used by other nations to draw from it the im 


ent MASON I 

r. - If the Senator wil 

law of 1856, he will find the safvguards st 

provided there. They were thought sufficie 2 

the time. I think them sufficient now. The “tag 

ator can add to them. I have no objection e 
Mr. DAVIS. What are they? . 

Mr. MASON. Here they are. 
them if the Senator desires. The law provid 
that whefi any citizen or citizens of the United 
States shall take possession of any island rock 
or key, which they claim not to be the pro ry 
of any foreign nation, and shall give notice of it 
to the Department of State, and upon “ satisfac 
tory evidence”’ being ‘‘ furnished to the State De. 
partment that such island, rock, or key was not 
at the time of the discovery thereof, or of the 
taking possession and occupation thereof by the 
claimants, in the possession or occupation of any 
other Government or of the citizens of any other 
Government,” such island, rock, or key shal! be 
considered as appertaining to the United States 
The evidence must be satisfactory to the State 
Department. . 

r. DAVIS. The Senator is merely readi 
what I knew before, and merely stating what | 
was combatting. I say that this is not evidence 
against anybody else; that a citizen of the United 
States may come and satisfy the Secretary of 
State or President upon his showing; he may 
swear that he found nobody there; he may be re- 
ceived as a credible witness; but another nation 
may come and assert that this island was discov- 
ered, occupied, and used by them long anterior, 
and, as the cases have already proved, they may 
establish their claim. So that if the Senator be- 
lieved when the law was framed that it was suf- 
ficiently guarded in this respect, the experience 
under the law must have taught him that it was 
not. The Senator shakes his head. Then!ask 
him, how did the case at Cayo Vero arise? Itis 
an ex parte proceeding entirely; the law makes no 
provision for any other examination than that 
which would be made on the testimony adduced 
by the citizen claiming to have made the discov- 
ery, and under that it is said we are to take pos- 
session and use it as the property of the United 
States. Now, under the law of nations, as | 
understand it, if a citizen were to discover that 
which had previously never been known, and 
were to take actual possession of it, it would at- 
tach to the Government of which he was a citizen. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator does not mean to 
say, I presume, that if a citizen of the United 
States, on the ocean somewhere, discovers an 
island unoccupied and uninhabited, and takes pos- 
session of it, he thereby makes it a part of the 
United States, But if the Senator means to say 
that if a citizen of the United States discovers an 
island or a country that is unoccupied, and the 
United States afterwards sanctions the acquisition 
as a part of the territory of the United States, then 
by the law of nations the first discovery aris the 
United States the right to it, I admitit. It is the 
discovery that gives to a country the right to the 
territory; but if the country does not choose to 
take it, the mere discovery of the citizen does no! 
devolve that responsibility on the country. 

Mr. DAVIS. My friend, to whom I always 
listen with very great pleasure, has twice iter 
rupted me to tell me that about which I was oe 
ing nothing. If he had listened to me for another 
sentence, he would have seen that his interrupi 
was altogether unnecessary. A citizen of t . 
United States making a discovery cannot =. 
in his own right; he is not a sovereign. | If the 
discovery inures to anybody, it is to the ee 
ment of which he is a citizen; and we have Co. 
Jong advocated our claims to the valley of ae , 
lumbia river, on the discovery of "Captain ; y 
for that to be a new proposition here. I say, the na 
fore, if a real discovery were actually made, & 

; ; ns, under 
possession of it taken by one of our citize United 
the law of nations, all the power which the Uni 
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‘ate equire for defense of that, as a dis- 
—_ _ a of the United States, would 
we and there is no necessity for legislation for 
a ’ 
as this legislation is directory; it calls on the 
discoverer to come and present his claim to the 
; yernment, and the Governmentis to accept the 
— on his showing, and is then to defend him 
nd maintain it as a part of the United States. 
We are thus thrown broadcast on the sea to estab- 
jjsh little colonies wherever some deserted rock 
may be claimed to have been discovered by some 
adventurer; and it so happens in nearly every case 
where guano exists that the place is not suscepti- 
ble of occupation; that it is not occupied either by 
an American citizen or b any body else; that men 
-annot reside upon it. He may stay there for a 
he may raise a flag and go through sym- 


me : 
belie occupation, but is a mere symbol, hen 
the vessel Sails, everybody leaves with it, I think 


“we were to find some fertilizer in a tropical re- 
7 ” some of the citizens of the United States 
were to take possession of it, and were to take his 
negroes there to cultivate a tropical product, we 
should scarcely find the same zeal for the protec- 
tion of him and his property that we now find 
for a desert rock and some skipper in the pursuit 
of guano. I see no stronger reason for interpos- 
ing the whole power of the Government to pro- 
tect this traffic than any other. I see no stronger 
reason why the Government should be involved 
in controversies with foreign nations to secure the 
importation of guano, than the importation of 
spices, dye stuffs, ivory, or any thing else. It is 
but a matter of trade. It should béin the discre- 
tion of the Government, and it should be by the 
action of Congress, if we treat as an acquisition 
some barren rock or desert sand upon which 
guano deposits may be made, and not put it in 
the power of a mere adventurer, cooperating with 
the President, to reduce this Government to the 
condition of recognizing that as a part of the 
United States. : } 

My objection, therefore, is a radical one. It 
goes to the whole theory of theact. Itcovers the 
entire system. Our Government was not formed 
for purposes of colonization. We have wisely 
gone on only to acquire coterminous territory. 
We must have a Navy as numerous as our mer- 
chant marine is now, if we expect to defend every 
rock which may be found unoccupied, and to 
which some American citizen may lay claim as 
a discovery because he found nobody upon it. 
There are islands very near to our own coast 
which any adventurer may find unoccupied, and 
with very heavy deposits on them—not as old as 
those of Peru, but perhaps they may be found as 
good; and I suppose a foreign nation would have 
Just about as good a right to take possession of 
them as we had to take possession of the Aves 
islands, 

As to the fear which my friend from Virginia 
speaks of on the part of our Government, we are 
too strong, I suppose, to feel any fear when we 
are right. I trust we are too moral and magnani- 
mous not to feel very great fear of doing wrong. 
The question which I present is one of right and 
Wrong, not a question of timidity or courage. I 
hope my Government will always be afraid to do 
wrong. I hope it will never send forth roving 
commissions to gather up everything which may 

long to somebody else, because the owner is not 
found on it. It is enough that we should inquire 
whether it belongs to us, and if it does not, we 
should stop all proceedings which connect the 

vernment of the United States with it. I op- 
pose the whole policy; not on account of the man- 
ner in which it is treated. I now move to strike 
out the third section of this bill, so as to confine it 
to the original Re ses of the law in that respect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
kick.) The section proposed to be stricken out 
will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Sec. 3. 4nd be it further enacted, That so much of the 
Second section of the act to whieh this is a supplement, as 
on the sale and delivery of said 0 to citizens of 

States, and for use therein, shall be, and is 
ee repealed ; and henceforth it shall be lawful for any 
an" or citizens of the United States, or his or their as- 
en Who have delivered their bond, or bonds, and have 

ved a on of the acceptance thereof by the 
t of the United to sell and deliver the said 
the United States, and for 


Mr. HAMLIN, I hope the Senate will not 
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strike out that section, It is certainly one of the 
main provisions of the bill. I do not want to dis- 
cuss it. I will only say thgt the section as it 
stands received the saibea a unanimous appro- 
bation of the Committee on Commerce, and I hope 
it will be retained. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. It was read the third time. 

Mr. DAVIS. | ask for the yeas and nays on 
the poanee of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 5; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Brown, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Clay, Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
sentien, Fitch, Foot, Gwin, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Iverson, Jobnson of Tennessee, Mason, Nicholson, 


Pearce, Saulsbury, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Trumbull, 
and Wade—29. 


NAYS—Messrs. Davis, Fitzpatrick, Rice, Slidell, and 
Yulee—5. 
So the bill was passed. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. GWIN. I give notice that I shall on this 
day week call up bill No 1 on the general orders 
—the bill authorizing the President of the United 
States to contract for the transportation of the 
mails, troops, seamen, munitions of war, Army 
and Navy supplies, and all other Government ser- 
vice by railroad, from the Mississippi river to San 
Francisco, in the State of California. This is the 
railroad bill that was under discussion in this body 


| during the last Congress, as reported by a select 


committee, and amended by the Senate. I have 
deferred caHing up the bill heretofore, because I 


have been in hopes that we should have a bill sent | 


to us from the other House; but I have lost all 
hope of that, and I want the friends of the measure 
toaid me on this day week in bringing it up in the 
Senate and disposing of it. 

MARK ELISHA. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I ask the consent of the Senate 
to take up Senate bill No. 42, for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Mark Elisha. 
It is a bill which has been prepared at the Land 
Office to authorize certain parties in Louisiana to 
‘enter land under an old grant, and I am sure there 
will be no objection to it. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to confirm the claim of Mark 
Elisha for four hundred arpents, entered under 
No. 365, (register’s number, 126,) in the seventh 
class of the report dated December 30, 1815, of the 
register and receiver at Opelousas, Louisiana, the 
claim not being yet surveyed, but reported as em- 
bracing parts of lots Nos. 3 and 4, and south half 
fsection twenty, sections twenty-one and twenty- 
eight, lot No. 6, of section twenty-seven, and lot 
No. 1, of section twenty-nine, in township two 
north, of range four east, southwestern land dis- 
trict of Louisiana. The surveyor general of Lou- 
isiana is to survey the claim, and represent it on 
the official plats. The act is only to be considered 
asarelinquishmenton the part of the United States, 
and not to interfere with any adverse valid rights 
to the same land. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
ARMY DESERTIONS AND ENLISTMENTS. 
On motion of Mr. DAVIS, the Senate, as in 


Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider | 


the bill (S. No. 46) to prevent desertion, and to 
facilitate enlistment of soldiers in the Army of the 
United States. It provides that every person, not 


subject to the rules and articles of war, who shall | 


rocure or entice a soldier in the service of the 
nited States to desert; or who shall harbor, con- 
ceal, or give smaplozpent to a deserter, or carry 
him away, or aid in carrying him away, know- 
ing him to be such; or who shall purchase from 


any soldier his arms, equipments, uniform, cloth- || 


ing, or any part thereof;and any captain or com- 


manding officer of any ship or vessel, carrying 


away any such soldier, as one of his crew or 
otherwise, knowing him to have deserted, or who 
shall refuse to deliver him up to the orders of his 
commanding officer, shall, upon legal conviction, 
be fined, at the discretion of any court having 
cognizance of the offense, in any sum not exceed- 


ing $500, and be imprisoned not exceeding two | 


years. Italso provides that any commissioned 
officer of the Army may administer the prescribed 
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eagiirete authorized to administer it, within 
reach, 


| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE., I suggest to the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, that in the 
ninth line, after the word “thereto,”’ the words 

| **knowing him to be such”’ should be inserted. 
As the bill now stands, it would subject a person 
| to punishment who purchased from a soldier his 
arms, equipments, uniform, or clothing, witheut 
knowing that he was a soldier. 
Mr. DAVIS. Lhave no objection to that amend- 
ment, * 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 move to insert the words 


| 
| 
*? after the word 


| ** knowing him to be such, 
‘<thereof,’’ in the ninth line. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; was read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate now 
take up joint resolution No. 2, removing the re- 
strictions upon a certain grant of five sections of 
land to the Bate of lowa. 

Mr. YULEE. The Senate is evidently very 
|| thin, and is not likely to be much fuller to-day. I 
| think it ketter to make a motion to adjourn. tote 
\| unwilling to take up business in the present con- 
| dition of the Senate, when there is certainly no 
quorum present, and there is not likely to be a 
| quorum here Pua 
| Mr. FOOT. hat is the matter? 

Mr. YULEE. Membersare inthe other House. 
Mr. HARLAN. I have no doubt there is a 
| quorum ofthe Senators within or near the Cham- 
| ber, who can becalled in readily. This isa small 
matter. It merely confers on the State of lowa 
| a perfect title to five sections of land originall 

| granted to aid in the construction of public build. 
ings. The joint resolution was reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands unanimously. It 
passed the Senate at the last session of Congress, 
and failed in the House of Representatives merely 
| for want of time. 

Mr. YULEE. My motion was in order. I 
| moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GRIMES. I trust the Senator from Flor- 
ida will withdraw his motion. This is a local 
bill—— 

Mr. YULEE. I shall not press my motion until 
| this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. GRIMES. Thisisa little loeal bill which 
|| passed the Senate at the last session of Congress. 
| Some years ago five sections of land were donated 
to the State of Iowa for the purpose of erectin 
upon them the capitol of the State. The capito 
was not finally erected upon that land, but the 
‘title became perfect in the State. The State has 
| since seen fit to divert the grant to OY Ferien of 
| establishing an agricultural college, and now asks 
the assent of Congress to that diversion. That 
|| is the whole proposition. 1 suppose there can be 
|| no objection to it. 

The motion of Mr. Haran was agreed to; and 
fhe joint resolution (S. R. No. 2) removing the 
restrictions upon a certain grant of five sections 
| of land to the State of lowa,was considered as in 
| Committee of the Whole. 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. CLAY. Before the joint resolution is 
passed, I desire to ask the Senator from Lowa 
whether the State did not get a grant of otherlands, 
in lieu of these sections, for the State capitol. 
| Mr. GRIMES. No, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. That is satisfactory. 
| ‘The joint resolution was read the third time, and 
|| passed. 








ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| A message from the House of Representatives, 
1] ry, Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
| o 


use had passed a bill (H.R. No. 305) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861, in whi 
| concurrence of the Senate was requested. 
} On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the bill was read 
| twice by its title, and referred to the Commitice 


ch the 





on Finance. 
JOHN LORD'S REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 ask the Senate to take 
up a little private bill, which has already twice 


| 


| 
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passed the Senate, but at this session stands low || a member of the Senate, I judge that they will 
|| never cease to be preferred. Here is a claim for 


on the Private Calendar. It is a matter of aot 
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small cons mom except to the parties interested. | 


I move tota 
of the heirs-at-law of Abigal Nason, sister and de- 
visee of John Lord, deceased. 

Mr. IVERSON. That is a private bill, and 
will come up to-morrow in regular order. I desire 
to have a public bill taken up to-day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senator will 
not interfere, One or two private bills have al- 
ready been taken up and passed. This bill can- 
not be reached for weeks regularly on the Private 
Calendar. 1 hope it will be taken up now. I think 
it can be ore of in five minutes, 


Mr. IVERSON. I will not object to taking up 
private bills in the morning hour; bat to break in 
upon the hours for public business in this way 
seems to me to be wrong. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 


to attend to public business; and I trust he will 


interpose no objection, as I have the floor, and 


my mouon is in order, 

Mr. IVERSON. Let it go. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
224) for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Abigail 
Nason, sister and devisee of John Lord, deceased, 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provide¢ for pay- 
ing to the heirs-at-law of the late Abigail Nason, 


South Berwick, in the State of Maine, the sum of 
$336, in full for the amount due John Lord for 
services performed by him as a seaman on board 
the United States ship Ranger during the revolu- 
tionary war, 

Mr, CLAY. I should like to hear the report 
read. 

The Secretary read the following report, made 
by Mr. Nicnoxson on the 27th of oa, 

The Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom was 


referred the petition of William Nason and erm legal | 


representatives of John Lord, deceased, make the follow- 
ing report: 

They have carefully examined the several papers on file 
in the case, and find them fully sustaining the report made 
to the Senate on the 15th of February, fase, The cow- 
mittee, therefore, adopt the said report, as follows: 


In THE Senate, February 15, 1858. 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of William Nason and others, legal representatives 
of John Lord, deceased, report: 

This claim is founded upon the allegation that John Lord 
served his country, during the war of the Revolution, as a 
seaman on board the United States ship-of-war Ranger, 
from April or May, 1779, to May, 1780, when she was taken 
at the surrender of Charleston ; and that he was detained on 
board a guard-ship some time afterwards, and finally liber- 
ated about the last of July—making in all fifteen months. 
Jaines Gooch deposes that he was purser and clerk of said 
vessel during the time mentioned ; thinks Lord was aboard ; 
that no pay-roll was made out, and no payments made to 
the men. . 

Joseph Wardwell, a shipmate of Mr. Lord, also testifies 
to the truth of the facts alleged. 

Tn the original petition of Mr. Lord for the payment of 
this claim, which was presented to the Twentieth Con- 
gress, he assigns, as the reasons why his claim was not 
sooner urged, that at the time of his discharge he did not 
know that any provision had been made by Government for 
paying off the seamen ; nor until 1798, when, on his return 
from a foreign voyage, he was informed by Captain Wa 
well (whose affidavit is in the case) that he and other Ran- 
gers had been paid. He then applied to an agent to assist 
him in procuring his pay, but without success ; and that it 
stil) remains unpaid. 

lt appears from statements that there are no records of 
the Ranger in either the Treasury, War, or Navy Depart- 
ments. 

The case has been twice favorably reported in the House 
of Representatives, and once a bill passed for its payment ; 
bat it being near the close of the Congreas, the bill does not 
appear to have received any action in the Senate. No ad- 
verse report upon it appears to have ever been made. 

The committee are of opinion that the evidence before 
them sustains the claim, and they report a bill for the pay- 
ment of the amount of wages due, with interest thereon 
from the time that proof of the service rendered was 
duced and the claim was made upon the Government for 
payment of what was then due. 


Mr. HUNTER. Is this a claim for interest on 
a revoluuionary debt? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Interest only from the 
time he first made the proof. 

Mr. HUNTER. How long ago was that? 

Mr. FESSENDEN, The Twentieth Congress. 

Mr, CLAY. I cannot vote for any bill that 
proposes to pay interest on any claim against the 
Government. I think it is time that some statute 
of limitations should be adopted, to run against 
these revolutionary claims. Prom the number of 
them that have been presented since I have been 
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e up Senate bill No. 224, for the relief 


} 
} 


| 


| 


i 
j 
ii 
| 
} 
i 
i 

i] 


| 





} 


| 











| As I stated some time ago in the Senate, I have 


| Government had no title whatever: yet it held the 
/money of my constituent for twenty or thirt 


/ am advised by the Commissioner of the General 


is a much stronger claim than this. Here, an in- 
| his rights, failed to prefer his claim against the 
I hope the Senator will |) 
be kind this time, because there is nobody here || 
_ insufficient, and because of its insufficiency Con- 
| Yet we are now asked, not only to pay the ori- 


| ginal claim, but to pay interest upon it from the 
| time the demand was first made. I think it isa 


: | portant principle; one that may hereafter be the 
sister and devisee of John Lord, deceased, late of || 


| he calculated the interest or not. The bill says 










| 


interest upon services said to have been rendered, 
from the time when the claim was first preferred. 


at this session offered a petition for the payment 
of money which was advanced by a citizen of the 
State of Alabama for a certain tract of land, which 
the Government professed to hold the title toand 
sold to him; but it appeared afterwards that the 


years, and has refused to pay interest; and, as 


Land Office, there is no case within his knowledge 
on record where the Government has paid it. That 


dividual, as he represents, through ignorance of 


Government for a series of years. When he did 
prefer it, it was not at once met. It does not ap- 
pear that he produced at that time satisfactory evi- 
dence of the claim. The evidence may have been 


gress may have refused to allow the payment. 


very mischievous precedent. The amount, it is 
true, is inconsiderable, but it involves a very im- 


source of a great deal of mischief. I trust, there- 
fore, that the bill will not pass; and I must ask 
for the yeas and nays upon its passage. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee reported the bill. I do not know whether 


nothing about interest; but the committee adopted 
a previous report which said that interest was al- 
lowed. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. In the division of the 
labors of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
this case was referred to me, and, on examination 
of the proof, my impression is that it is even 
stronger than stated in the report, as to the justice 
of the original claim, and as to its being made out 
satisfactorily and never having been paid. As to 
the question of interest, I think the committee has 
adopted the rule of allowing interest usually from 
the time when the application is made. The 
amount of the original claim is, I think, between 
one and two hundred dollars. Interest from the 
time it was first presented to Congress brings it 
up to the amount named in the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator from 
Maine had better consent to strike out the allow- 
ance of interest, and then there will be no objec- 
tion to the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia does not understand it. The bill allows a 
sum in gross; it says nothing aboutinterest; there- 
fore the bill makes no precedent on that question. 
I ask Senators to look at the case, This man 
served in the revolutionary war, under Paul Jones, 
and was imprisoned fifteen months. He made his 
application at the earliest moment that he could, 
to the Twentieth Congress. Then he made out 
his proofs, and a bill to pay him passed the House 
of Representatives, but at so late a day that it 
failed to be acted upon in the Senate; and this bill, 
as it stands now, for precisely the same amount 
now proposed to be paid, passed the Senate before. 
It has been reported upon fayorably in its present 
shape twice by the Committee on Claims. At 
this session, the Committee on Claims sent it to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and that 
is the reason why it is so low down on the Cal- 
endar. The Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
have again reported the bill, and have adopted the 
principle in their reports of allowing interest from 
the time a claim is praved. When a revolution- 
ary sailor establishes his claim before aataat 
proves it, and Congress fails to pass a bill pro- 
viding for it, but lets it run on for fifteen years, 
is it just to say at the end of that time to him, or 
his heirs, that the Government will not pay in- 
terest when they ought to have paid the original 
claim years before? Senators may see that the 
sum of money is a small one; and the bill itself 
says nothing about interest. The bill has been 
reported often. The money, justly due tothis man, 
has been long withheld, after he made proof of his 
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service, when everybody else wh . 
same service received pay on the appticate the 
made. Now, to refuse to pay him o oe 


: ; ; nt ground 
that a little interest is to be allowed, oa ao 
eem 


case in which it 


8 to the claj . 
Senator from Alabama states, it m im which the 


ease, but when it comes before the Sema ea 
be heard upon its merits, if it is to come- oe 
interest ought to be paid there, I shal] be as _ 
ing to pay it as in this instance; but it strikes n , 
that ofall the cases which could be presented oe 
not one on which to make the point. Interest, of 


course is not allowed except from the time when 


_ the proof was made and he was entit} 
/money. The whole sum is but a little rane 


hundred oe el 

Mr. C . The sum itself is inconsi 
and if it were not for the precedent on 
establishing I should not oppose it. > 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis nota precedent 

Mr. CLAY. It is a precedent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is not the first prece 
dent. ; 

Mr. CLAY. By parity of reasoning, in revard 
to every claim which we are now considerins 
and every one which we may consider hereatier, 
where ultimately the justice of the claim is a¢. 
knowledged and the amount is paid, the ae * 
will be entitled to interest from the time he firs: 
presented his claim to Congress and perfected his 
proof; and, therefore, if we pass this bill we 
shall have to pay interest in every case. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. The Senator will allow 
me to say that the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims have adopted the rule of making interest 
commence from the time of the first report in 
favor of a claim. 

Mr. CLAY. That is objectionable, for several 
reasons. In the first place, we know that often- 
times committees report in favor of bills which 
the Senate or the other House reject. 

Mr. PEARCE. This seems to me to be a very 
weak case. It is a claim for seaman’s wages, al- 
leged to have been due just eighty years ago. The 
party, it seems, was a seaman on board the Uni- 
ted States ship-of-war Ranger, from April or May, 
1779, to May, 1780, when he was taken at the sur- 
render of Charleston, and kept in confinement for 
sometime afterwards. His claim was presented 
in 1829—forty-nine years afterwards—and the tes- 
timony upon which it is based is that of a person 
named Gooch, who was the purser and clerk of 
the vessel. Forty-nine years after the service is 
alleged to have been rendered he deposes that 
**he thinks Lord was aboard; that no pay-roll 
was made out, and no payments made to the men.” 
The explanation for the laches, in not presenting 
his claim, is, that he did not know before that pro- 
vision had been made for the payment of such 
cases. 

I think this simple statement is evidence enough 
that it is aclaim that ought not to be passed. | 
find an indorsement on the bill that the claim 
was originally about one hundred and twenty dol- 
lars; so that over two hundred doMars is for in- 
terest; and this is interest to ‘a man who for fifty 
years did not present his claim, and whose heirs 
or representatives now ask for it at the lapse of 
eighty years. I really think there ought to bean 
end to this sort of litigation. - There should be 
some time at which we should ‘prohibit the pro- 
duction of these very antique and stale claims be- 
fore Congress. It is said we have no evidence a 
all on this subject'in any of the Departments. So 
much the better reason for rejecting the claim. 
The testimony which is offered is exceedingly 
loose; and after the lapse of eighty years, and 
after all the fires we have had, and the removals 
of the seat of Government, and the confusion 
which attended all the affairs of the General Gov- 
ernment from 1780 until a regular Government 
was established under the present Constitution, 
it seems to me that any evidence we might 7 
had may well be’ supposed to have been lost. 4! 
all events, I think, after the lapse of eighty yea! 
no claim not better supported than this ought !0 
be allowed. I shall vote against it. ‘ 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. The Senator took the - 

of the evidence, which I confess was od 
weak, and leftoutentirely all the rest; and he . 
his remarks on the testimony of one witness. on 
other witness testified positively and distinctly tha 
Lord was on board the Ranger, and that he was 
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vaken prisoner, and kept a prisoner for fifteen 
ths afterwards. That is proved positively; 
mony thinking one way or another. Then an 
pea Sead given of the reason why he did not 
aT asked an explanation which was perfectly 
. MP Tactory to the committee; and after he applied 
wil assed the House of Repreeratauyes while 
2 ds living. He has since ied. The Senator 
Me jerstandsas wellas anybody else why it should 
ot have been brought up until a later date, when 
it was looked up bY the heirs of his devisee, he 
having devised all the preperty he had. , 

The member of the committee who reported this 
pill, the Senator from Tennessee, has stated that 
the case Was much stronger, in point of fact, than 
would seem from the statementin the report. The 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims was perfectly 
satisfied as to its justice. ask whether there is 
ast to be some respect paid to the reports of com- 
mittees? As I stated, the claim was originally 
reported upon in the Twentieth Congress, and 
then a bill passed the House of Representatives 
on the report of a committee as to the facts; for of 
course they examined the facts. Since then it has 
heen before two separate Committees on Claims 
of the Senate, who were Satisfied as to the facts; 
and it now has gone before the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, and er ee are perfectly 
satisfied as to the facts. The objection now made 
to its passage by the Senator from Maryland is, 
that after all he does not think the proof is suf- 

cient, 

' Well, Mr. President, I do not know how it is 
with other gentlemen; but with regard to myself 
on these matters of fact, unless it appears on the 
face of the paper that it could not have been so— 
unless it appears that a mistake was made—I am 
disposed to trust somewhat to the successive re- 
ports of three or four committees, stating that 
they are perfectly satisfied of the existence of the 
facts. As to its being an old claim, that is not 
strange. Many claims of the same age have come 
before Congress and passed, to the perfect satis- 
faction of Congress that they existed, and ought 
to be paid; and, in my judgment, it is excessivel 
hard that this Government, great as it is and ric 
as it is, should undertake to set up the statute of 
limitations against the reports of its own officers 
as to facts. If the claim has existed so long, and 
neither this man nor his heirs have received this 
small amount; if they have not had the benefit of 
what he ought to have received, as the commit- 
tees have reported, so much the more reason why 
itshould be paid now, with an apology for not 
having paid it before. 

We ought to exercise our power of passing 
upon these questions with some sort of discretion, 
and somewhat in the same manner that an honest 
man, if he happened to live long enough, would 
recognize his old debts. If he was satisfied that 
they were due, he would not say, ‘* To be sure, 
| owed you this money; but it is so long since 
the debt was first due, and its payment has been 
prevented for so long a period, by accident or 
various circumstances, that I will not pay you.”’ 
This is not an application for a pension; but a 
claim for wages; for services performed by this 
man; and surely no objection shotild be made to 
iton a ground of that description. 

Now, as to the interest, I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that I do not concur with him 
in his views. I hold, as the Court of Claims 
have held, that when a claim has been presented, 
proved, established—not an application for a gift 


or a gratuity, but a claim for an absolute debt— |. 


when the debt has been shown to exist and the 
Government has neglected to pay it; neglected to 

make the proper provision for it; there is ever 
rason in the world why interest should be paid. 
hy should not a claim against the Government 
stand precisely on the same ground, after it has 
been proved, that a claim against an individual 
stands? I see no justice or propriety in making 
‘distinction. 1 know that it is the fashion of the 
oe Senator from Virginia, the chairman of 
© Vommittee on Finance, to object to the allow- 
ree of interest in nearly all cases, though I think 
fo mctumes lets it pass. Ido not quarrel with him 
an taking this course; because, standing as he 
ion the head of the Committee on Finance, it is 
oral —— toobject to everything. He isa ape 
crane OF to all sorts of claims against the Gov- 
— his position makes him so to a certain 
nt; but after all, I apprehend that he has the 
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there is any good reason on the face of the earth 
why, on aciaim for services, when it has once 
been presented to this Government, and proved to 
the satisfaction of the Government itself, before 
its regular officers for examining such claims, in- 
terest should not be allowed if payment is with- 
held. Nobody can give a good reason for it. Sir, 
there is more reason in the case of the Govern- 
ment than in that of individuals, for the Govern- 
ment is better able to pay than individuals. 
claim is neglected, not presented to them, no mat- 
ter for what reason, so that the Government has 


no notice of it, interest unquestionably should not | 


; : 7 : 
same views in regard to the equity of things that | 
other men have, and I ask him to tell me whether | 


Ifa) 





be paid on it fora time anterior to its presenta- | 


tion, and that is the position which has always 
been assumed; but when a claim has been pre- 


sented and proved, especially for service of this | 


description rendered in the Revolution, it strikes 
me that there is no justice or reason in objecting 
to the allowance of interest. This little bill will 
form no precedent. It is not the report, but the 
bill we pass, which makes the precedent. This 
bill gives a gross sum of moncy for services per- 
formed. There is nothing about it in the shape 
of a precedent as to paying interest, and if there 
was, it would not be out of the way. 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I think any || 


claim eighty years old is justly liable to suspicion | 


where the proof is only parol; and still more is it 
liable to suspicion when that parol proof has been 
obtained fifty years after the claim arose. It is 
not any particular suspicion that I have of this 


proof; but it is the general suspicion which at- | 


taches to all claims of this sort which affects my 
mind; because we all know, sir, how numerous 
are the frauds committed upon the Government 


by means of parol proof. Every day we are pros- || 
ecuting in the courts, in some State or other, men | 


for obtaining pensions on false and forged testi- 
mony. I heard an instance the other day that 
struck me as so remarkable, that perhaps I may 
as well mention it. There were about eight thou- 


sand men, I have been told, engaged on our side | 
in the battle of Plattsburg, when the forces of Sir | 
George Prevost were repulsed The survivors of | 


these men, and the widows of those deceased, 


were entitled to bounty land under a recent act of | 
Less than a thousand survivors, and | 


Congress. 
they on proof, received their bounty lands; but 
it seems that there were some persons who had 
hastily gone to the support of the army at the de- 
fense of Plattsburg who were not on the muster- 
rolls, of whose service the necessary record evi- 
dence could not be obtained. 
great hardship, because these men had iurried in 


It was thought a | 





the midst of danger to the very thick of the fight, | 


that they should not have the benefit of that law | 


which was intended for those who fought. Soa 


special act was passed, and parol proof was au- | 
I have | 


thorized to be received in such cases. 


been told, and I think truthfully, that the claims | 
for the survivors of those eight thousand, who | 
were not on the muster-roll, have been proved | 
fully up to the number of thousands of the whole | 
number that were engaged in the battle, and they | 


have received their bounty lands. 
specify the exact number; but I think I have heard 
thattwenty thousand men have proved their claims 
on account of that single action, when there were 
but eight thousand men engaged in the conflict; 
and when, of course, if the number of those who 
were there without being on the muster-rolls bore 
anything like the ordjnary natural proportion to 
those who were on the rolls, there must have been 
a hundred and twenty thousand men in the battle! 
That is the way in which frauds against this Gov- 
ernmentare perpetrated. And it is because I think 
we ought to guard against these things in all cases 
that I object to this bill. This parol proof was 
taken some fifty years after the occasion when 
the party’s claim arose. The witnesses, if they 
were young men at the time of the service, say 
twenty-five years of age, were seventy-five years 
old at the time they gave this testimony; and on 
the testimony of old, worn-out men, physically 
decayed, and probably mentally decayed too, we 
undertake to establish a claim which is at this da 
eighty years old, and was then about fifty. It is 
wrong, sir. 

Mr: HUNTER. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand it, the precedent which the passage of this 
bill will establish will be found in the bill aad the 


I am afraid to | 


a ieonne 
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report which accompanies it, That report goes 
on your archives; and when you come to look 
‘nto the history of the bill, as undoubtedly per- 
sons who want to claim interest hereafter will do, 
they will bring up this report for the purpose of 
showing that interest wax allowed. But it is not 
necessary to go to that sort of reasoning for the 
purpose of showing the nature of the precedent 
that will be established, for we are told that the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims—I was not 
aware of it before—have established the prin- 
ciple that they will allow interest on every claim 
from the time the first report was made in its fa- 
vor. That does not come within the analogy of 
the decision of the Court of Claims allowing in- 
terest where the United States officers have liqui- 
| dated a claim and acknowledged it, but failed to 
pay. Committees have no right to bind the Uni- 
ted States Government, This is amere report of 
acommittee. It does not bind the Government 
until Congress has acted on it. How often do we 
find improvident reports from committees? Some- 
times the member who presents the petition is al- 
lowed to make what report he pleases, the other 
members waiting until itis presented tothe House, 
for the purpose of making a decision upon it, If 
we shall proceed to allow interest in all cases of 
claims, provided we pass this bill, from the time 
the first report was made in their favor, who can 
say how many millions it will take out of the 
Treasury? It is a new principle, so far as | have 
had any experience, in our leetalation here, I 
| Was not aware that any committee practiced upon 

it. If it be established, will not those who have 
| heretofore recovered claims without interest—and 
that has been the practice for the greater portion 
of the history of this Government—be entitled, 
upon the eatablinhweat of this precedent, to come 
here and to demand interest, and say their claims 
were not paid in full by the amount they have 
already received? How many cases will it re- 
open, and what will it lead to hereafter? Why, 
sir, any man who chooses to present a claim, if 
he can get any one to make a report in his favor, 
whether it is acted upon by Congress or not, 
whether it is sanctioned by either House, estab- 
lishes his right to interest from that day; and 
then, no matter how long it may run, if it runs 
on for half a century, we are to pay interest, for 
the Senator from Maine says that it is not right 
to protect the United States by the statute of lim- 
itations. I believe it to be more cminently proper 
in the case of the Government than of individuals, 
We have no such statute, and do not act upon it 
in regard to claims against the Government. I 
wish we had. I believe it would be just. 

An individual, when he is afraid of interest, can 
go to the creditor and demand the account, and he 
can tender payment. ‘The United States Govern- 
ment can do no such thing; it must wait until the 
claim is made, and then, when the claim is made, 
it seems we are to pay interest from the time it 
| can obtain the first report in its favor, or, as the 
Senator from Maine says, from the time the party 
| first makes his proof. On such principles there is 
no telling what we should have to pay in order to 
satisfy claims that have been heretofore allowed, 
on which no interest has been paid, It is for 
that reason that l object. _ I know this is small in 
amount; and if it had not been for the claim to 
interest, and the still more important enunciation 
of the principle on which this interest was pro- 
posed to be given, I should have made no oppo- 
sition; but I believe it is necessary that the Senate 
should repudiate this principle in regard to the 
allowance of interest from the time any report is 
made; and further, I think it would be a most val- 
uable law if we could have some fair law of lim- 
itation passed to protect the Government of the 
United States. 1 know we have not got it, and I 
fear we shall not be able to pass such a law; but 
I believe it would’ be just, and I believe it would 
contribute to the public morals of the country, be- 
cause it would force citizens to make their claims 
when they occurred, and it would protect the 
Government against the frauds to which it is lia- 
ble when claims of long standingare presented. | 
trust that this bill will not pass, unless that portion 
of the allowance which is for interest be taken out. 

Mr. IVERSON. Inaecting upon private claims 
of this sort, I have generally adopted for myself 
the rule of abiding by the report of the committee, 
because I cannot investigate every case. Now,in 
relation to this very case, it is impossible for. me 




















to understand the merits of the original claim. | 


There is contradictory evidence perhaps, and I | 


am in doubt about it. I give to the committee 


the benefit of that doubt. That is the principle | 


upon which I act in reference to private claims 
always. Unless I am satisfied that the claim-is 
unjust, I take the report of the committee and pin 
my faith to the sleeve of the committee. 1 think 
that is the proper course for us to pursue, and 
not to vote blindfold against every claim that may 


be presented because it is Boing to take money | 


out of the Treasury of the United States. I mean 
to vote on that principle for this claim, although 
I do not distinctly understand the merits of the 
original case. 
of interest, and for an altogether different reason 
from that which has been stated. 

My friend from Alabama does not want to vote 
for this interest, because he considers that it will 
be a precedent. I want to vote for it to make it 
a precedent. Here is a case in which, if we pass 
this bill, the Senate must of course act on the 
presumption that the original claim was just and 
ought to have been paid long ago. If you admit 
that the claim was a just one and ought to have 
been paid when it was first presented, fifteen or 
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Mr. IVERSON. I am in favor of it. 
Mr.CLAY. But you do not urge it. 
Mr. IVERSON. 


not in fault. Iam not responsible for all the ac- 


|| tion of the committee. 


But | am in favor of the allowance | 


twenty years ago—and you actually so declare | 


when you vote for paying it now—TI ask on what 
principle you ought not to allow interest? 

I waut to establish it as a precedent for this 
reason: if the principle is settled that upon every 
claim which is a just one the parties shall be en- 
titled to interest from the time it is presented and 
made out to the Government, then Congress will 
be more active in paying private claims, and we 


sion to session, and from Congress to Congress, 
and the parties kept out of their money for years. 
Congress is a slow jade whenever she is ridden 
by private claimants; and I want to stick a rowel 


into her sides, and make her go a little more rap- | 


ully. She is aslow jade whenever there isa small 
rider put on; but when there is a large, heavy 


weight, she treads a little faster. If aclaim is for | 


$200,000, or a million or so, she can go rapidly 
enough to get rid of her burden; she very soon 
delivers it, and pays the claim; but whenever a 
small claim, a light rider, gets upon her, it is very 
difficult to make her go. 
the Court of Claims. Five years ago you estab- 
lished a Court of Claims, and you told. arties to 
go before them and get judgments. 
gone there ata oouittenk 


time, and they have got their judgments, and how 


They have | 
ale expense and waste of | 


many has Congress paid? How many judgments | 
of the Court of Claims has Congress ever paid? | 


Nota half dozen. We have on our docket now 
between seventy and a hundred private claims, 
which have received the favorable judgments of the 
Court of Claims, and yet you refuse, session after 
session and Congress after Congress, to give them 
your attention, and re them. You give them 
no interest. The judgments of the Court of 
Claims do not bear interest. One branch of Con- 
gress passes a bill; it goes to the other House, and 
they never consider it. Thus the claimant is kept 
between the two Houses of Congress like a shut- 
tiecock, going from one to the other, and never 
getting his rights. Even when your court has 
given its judgment, and admitted that the claim 
18 just and proper, you refuse to pay the mone 
session after session, and finally you say you will 
not allow interest. 

I think that is unjust, and I am for allowing 
them interest in every case where I believe the 
claim is a just one, from the time it is proved to 
the satisfaction of the accounting officers and pre- 
sented to Congress. If I am satisfied that a claim 
is & just one, and that Congress, from sheer ne- 
glect, from the indifference which Congress has so 
often manifested to private claims, has not at- 
tended to it, I am for allowing interest; I am for 
sticking the rowel into Congress, and setting a 
precedent which will make them more active here- 
after in allowing private claims. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator from Georgia is 
sincere in his declaration of what he believes is 
the duty of Con » Lam bound to say that he 
has been very delinquent in his practice as chair- 
man of the Committee on Claims; because, actin 
on his principle, every bill that he has reported 
to the Senate should have been accompanied with 
a clause allowing interest from the time the claim 
was first presented. 


| 





| 


Mr. CLAY. According to the Senator’s doc- 
trine, Congress must go back and reopen every 
claim. If we legislate in future upon the princi- 
ples of the Senator from Georgia, I say we must 
reopen every private claim that has ever been pre- 
ferred against this Government; and the effect of 


| it would be to quadruple the amount of principal 


| which has been paid, in liquidating the interest 


which has accrued. 
But gentlemen say that this Government should 


| not stand on any better footing than an individ- 
| ual—a 


rivate citizen. 


Admit it, and apply their 


| own rule to the case which is now before us, and 


| what is it? 


We have a claim preferred against 


the Government upon ex parte testimony; and 


what court in this country would respect a claim 


_ thus preferred against a private individual ? What 


opportunity had the Government to cross-inter- 
rogate the witnesses to this claim? What oppor- 


tunity had the Government to inquire into their 


character for veracity? None whatever. There- 
fore, I say that it is not putting the Government 
upon a better footing than private individuals. 
But, sir, the Senator is a lawyer, and so is the 


| Senator from Maine; and I submit to both of them 











|| that interest is never due upon any claim except 
| in virtue of agreement between parties or in virtue 
| of legislation. 


Interest is always either conven- 


tional or it is the result of statute legislation. 


| That is my opinion, at least; and until we adopt 
shall not have these claims going over from ses- || 


some law binding the Government to pay interest, 


| it should not be a 


Now, sir, the Senator from Georgia thinks we 


| ought to pay interest on this claim; not that he 


has investigated it, not that he knows the charac- 
ter of the witnesses to it, not that he must not ad- 
mit that it has the ear-marks of suspicion and of 


_doubt upon it, but because three committees of 


Congress have reported in favor of it. As was 
remarked by, I think, the Senator from Virginia, 
we all know that that amounts to the testimony 
of three members of Congress in its favor, and 


| nothing more; because it is utterly impossible for 
ook at the cases from | 


perhaps any one of the important committees of 
the Senate to investigate carefully every claim 
that is referred to it: it is obliged to refer it to a sub- 
committeeman, who reports to the committee his 
opinion, and the committee generally defers to his 
opinion. Therefore, I say, it is tantamount to the 
testimony of three members of Congress in its fa- 
vor, and nothing more. Now here 1s a claim that 
is eighty years of age; that was not preferred 
against the Government until it was nearly fifty 
years old. It is sustained, from all I can learn, by 
the positive testimony of but one witness, and he 


| aman who was then probably seventy-five years 


of age. Now, I should look with a good deal of 
discredit upon any man who would undertake to 
swear positively to an event that had occurred 
fifty years ago. I say that, if you pass this bill as 
it is, you establish a precedent which constrains 
us, if we intend to deal out equal and exact jus- 
tice to all claimants against the Government, to 
pay interest hereafter, whenever a claim is pre- 
ferred, from the time it is preferred, or at least 
from the time the proof is made out. That is the 
rule which the Senator from Georgia thinks ought 
to be adopted; and I concur with him that if you 
adopt it here you ought to do the same justice to 
all, and reopen all the old cases. I shall ask for 
the yeas and nays on the of the bill. 
r. SLIDELL. This bill appears to involve 
a very important question. I do not think itought 
to be passed upon with the number of Senators 
now present, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 
[**Executive session.’’] I will move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, March 29, 1860. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srecxron. 
e Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SELECT COMMITTEE. 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Barr, Mr. 
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Conkiine, Mr. Garnert,M 
| Harris of Maryland, the sel 


| relative to the contraet with Mcl instant, 
|| Co., for labor in the public cme, ~ thy & 
street, New York. . road 


MESSAGE FROM TIIB SENATE. 


A mes was received from t 
Mr. Hicaer, its Chief Clarknotiying ne my 
| that the Senate had concurred in the amend a 
| of the House to the third amendment of os 
| ate to the bill (H. R. No. 241) authorizing pat” 
lishers to print on their papers the date i. , 
subscriptions expire, and in relation to the pos = 
on drop letters. inge 
‘Also, that the Senate had passed a bill (No. 299 
to increase and regulate the pay of the Nayy of 
the United States; in which he was directed tn’) 
the concurrence of the House. " 
Also, that the Senate had ordered, on the Wh 
instant, at fifteen minutes after twelve o'clock the 
printing of the letter of the Secretary of the Toni. 
tory of New Mexico, communicating copies of 
memorials and resolutions of the Legislative As- 
sembly of that Territory in relation to the pay- 
| ment of certain militiamen and volunteers, called 
| a service against the Indians—the usual num- 
er. ’ 


CONDITION OF BANKS. 
Mr. BRANCH. I have a resolution which 


oes, as a matter of course, to the Committee op 

rinting; and I should like to have an opportu. 

ae of offering it now. 
here being no eae 

Mr. BRANCH offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Treas 
ury Department, two thousand extra copies of the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the condition of the banks 
of the United States, 


REGULAR ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I desire leave of the House 
to make a report from the Committee of Claims, 

Mr. GROW. I object to everything but the 
regular order of business. 

r. MAYNARD. I desire to make a state- 
ment, which will lead to no discussion at all. [ 
was directed by the Committee of Claims to re- 
port a couple of bills; but being absent when that 
committee was called for reports, I lost the op- 
portunity of reporting them. I ask leave to report 
them now. 


The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the 
Prapertinn of the gentleman from Tennessee? 
r. GROW. I want my objection to stand 


asa standing objection to everything not in order. 
I hope I will not have to repeat it. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The business firstin orderis 
the bill (H.R. No. 305) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1861; the question being on agreeing to the 
following amendment: 


For the manufacture or purchase of apparatus and equip 


ment for field signfils, $2,000 ; and that there be added to the 
staff of the Army one s' officer, with the rank, pay, and 
allowance of a major of cavalry, who shall have charge, 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, of all signal 
duty, and all books, papers, and apparatus connected there- 
with. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accort- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved \ 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS OF THE REVOLUTION. 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call committees 


for reports, inning with the Committee 0! 
Revolufi laims. : 

Mr. F N, from the Committee on Revo 
luti Claims, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 


13) to provide for the settlement of the claims of 
the officers and soldiers of the revolutionary war 
and of the widows and children of those who die 
in the service; which was referred to the aoe 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
ordered to be printed. ie 
Mr. F N. In view of the large num 
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in view of the general interest which seems 
bil aoe cifested throughout the country in regard 
. +. L ask that double the usual number of copies 
be printed. I trust that the House will give its 
consent to this, ; ; 

The SPEAKER. The motion to print extra 
numbers must be referred to the Committee on 
Pt, FENTON . I ask the unanimous consent 

House. 
Mr. COBB. I object. , 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I hope there will be no ob- 
‘ection; there is no part of the country that is not 
interested in this bi l, and we are getting letters 

bjectevery day. 
oe PENT ‘ON. Wr objection is made, I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

It was so referred. 

CAPTAIN DAVID NOBLE’S REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill for the relief of the iegal represent- 
atives of Captain David Noble, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


EPISCOPAL MISSIONARY SOCIETY. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, from the 


Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back a bill (S. No. 106) pomennne ae Domes- 
ticand Foreign Mission Society of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church of the United States to enter a 
certain tract of land in the State of Wisconsin; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL DAVIS. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, from the 
same committee, also reported a bill authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue a land war- 
rant to Daniel Davis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred toa Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying ‘report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

DANIEL WILSON. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, from the 
same committee, made an adverse report in the 
case of Daniel Wilson; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB. Did not I hear the Committee on 
Public Expenditures called? 

The SPEAKER. It was called. 

Mr. COBB. And was there no response from 
that committee, which is charged with the inves- 
tigation of the public expenditures? What has 
become of the bill which I had referred to them to 
curtail some of the expenses of the Government? 

Mr. GROW. No debate is in order; and I 
object to it. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Agricul- 
tare, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass, a bill of the House to secure home- 
steads to actual settlers on the public domain; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, antl ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. GROW moved that five hundred extra 
= of the bill be printed. 

he motion was referred, under the rules, to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to know if that 
bill is not a homestead bill? We have already 
passed one, and it seems to me to be unnecessary 
to go to the expense of printing another. 

Mr.GROW. The bill has been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

€ wanted to get it out of our hands. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made an adverse report on the 
peuion of William Baltnip, praying for the re- 
*mption of certain continental money; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

PASSAMAQUODDY INDIANS. 

On motion of Mr. ETHERIDGE, the Commit- 
= on Indian Affairs was discharged from the 
urther consideration of the petition of certain Pas- 

nmaquoddy Indians, and the same was referred 
0 the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
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HEIR§ OF MARY JEMISON. 


Mr. BURROUGHS, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Mary Jemison; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS UPON THE MIAMI RESERVE. 
Mr. BURROUGHS, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report in relation to settlers upon 
the Miami Reserve, in Kansas; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF PURSERS IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, with amendments, a bill 
(H. R. No. 2) to regulate the sea-gervice pay of 
pursers in the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORSE. give notice that two weeks 
from to-day I shall move to take up that bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. There isa bill upon the 
Speaker’s table relating to the same subject. Lask 
that it be taken up, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and printed. 

There being no objection, a bill (S. No. 299) 





| to increase and regulate the pay of the Navy of 


the United States was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CELESTIA P. HARTT. 

Mr. POTTLE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Celestia P. 
Hartt, widow of Constructor Samuel P. Hartt; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 

Mr. ROYCE, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the ascer- 
tainmentand satisfaction of the claims of American 
citizens for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the 3lst day of July, 1801; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROYCE. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to move that the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill be postponed until 
three weeks from to-day. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I should like to know 
whether that bill comes from a committec ? 

The SPEAKER. It is reposted from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the 
motion to postpone is made, I object to its being 
made a special order. I am willing that it shall 
be sent to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; but I object to its being made 
a special order there for any day. 

r. BRANCH. This bill, Mr. Speaker, is a 
copy precisely of the bill which was introduced 
into the House in the last Congress upon ‘the 
same subject. At least it was so understood in 
the committee at the time leave was given to re- 
port it to the House. The point of order was 
made at last Congress that the bill contained an 
appropriation, and that it must, therefore, under 
the rule, receive its first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
After a full and careful consideration of the ques- 
tion of order, the Speaker, reserving his decision 
for a day and a night, decided that the bill did 
contain an appropriation and must peceeerey go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and it was accordingly sent there. If I 
am not mistaken, the decision was made upon a 
careful consideration of the law of Congress. I 
think the House assented to the view taken by 
the Speaker, that the bill did contain an appro- 
priation and was obliged to go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire tosa 
to the gentleman from North Carolina that if, 
upon an examination of the bill at the time to 
which it is proposed to postpone it, it shall be 
found to contain an appropriation, it must, as a 
matter of course, go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina will then have an op- 
portunity to make a motion to commit the bill. I 
wish to say further, that last year when the French 
spoliation bill was before the House, the then 


one _1431 


| Speaker examined the bill with a good deal of 
care, and was, as he said, in a good deal of doubt 
as to the proper decision to be made. He finally 
decided, however, that the bill did make an ap- 
propriation; and although, as I believe, a major- 
ity of the House at the time differed with the 
ore in his decision, yet they acquiesced, and 
allowed the bill to be referred. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Was not the decision of 
the Speaker submitted to and sustained by the 
House? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I think not; I 
think that no appeal was taken. But I wish to 
say further, that I have looked at the reasons 
given by the late Speaker, and I find that, if the 

uotation from the bill upon which he based his 

ecision is correct, the bill then before him was 
| not like this bill. This bill is certainly not liable 
to the objections which were then made, unless 
it be true that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
himself the Government of the United States. 
This bill does not provide for the payment of any 
money, unless in pursuance of appropriations 
which shall be in future made by the Congress of 
the United States. I think, therefore, that it is 
not liable to the objections which were made in 
the last Congress. At any rate, whether it is or 
| not, the question can be raised when the bill again 
comes before the House for consideration. I 
hope it will not be yeferred to a Committee of the 
Whole, because the House knows—and no one 
knows it better than the gentleman from North 
Carolina—it will be the defeat of the measure alto- 
gether. I call for the previous question on the 
motion to postpone. 











Mr. BRANCH. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the call for the previous question for a 
moment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I will, certainly, 
at the gentleman’s request. ° 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Maine 
says that some change has been made in this bill 
that will take it out of the operation of the rule 
under which the decision of the Speaker was 
made in the last session. Mr. Speaker, I state 
as a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
that the authority to report the bill was upon the 
express allegation that it was precisely the bill 
which was reported in the last Eon ress. 

During the Jast Congress, as I said when I was 
up before, and as has been admitted by the gentle- 
man himself, the point of order was distinctly 
raised on this bill that it made an appropriation, 
and must necessarily be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, The then 
Speaker, after twenty-four hours’ consideration 

| and careful examination of the statutes, compar- 
ing them with the bill, decided that it must go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Ihave no recollection as to whether an 
appeal was taken from the decision of the Chair 
| or not; but we know very well that if there was 
no appeal taken, it was because members were 
satisfied that the decision was correct and could 
not be properly set aside. 

I raise the question now that this bill must 
have its first consideration in a Committee of the 
Whole House, and that even tha motion to post- 
pone cannot be entertained. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I will say to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, that even if 
the bill does make an appropriation, it is still in 
order to mak@the motion to postpone the bill to 
a certain day; and then, when it comes up, the 

entlemaii may move to refer the bill, if he sees 

t. But, sir, t wish to say that the gentleman 
from North Carolina is wrong in saying that this 
is precisely the same bill as that were last 
year, unless the late Speaker erred in the decision 
which he then made. He then quoted from that 
bill to prove that the serip to be issued under it 
was payable out of the Treasury of the United 
States. The present bill provides that it may be 
redeemablé by the Government of the United 
States, at its discretion; and that discretion can 
only be exercised hereafter by an act of Congress; 
so that either the late Speaker erred in the decis- 
ion which he made, or the present bill does differ 
from that then reported. But there will be time to 
examine the bill, and ascertain whether it really 
does make an appropriation or not. I therefore 
now call for the previous question; and I hope, 
if gentlemen do not intend to defeat the bill alto- 
gether, they will vote to postpone. 
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Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman, I think, must 
have misunderstood the statement { made. I did 
not say that this wees the bill which was 
reported last year, hat I stated was, that the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs had not authorized | 


the reporting of any bill upon this subject, except 
the bil which was reported last year; and if this 
bill is not the same in every respect, then it is not 


|| in my judgment, that the Govefnment could re- 


deem the stock to be issued whenever it saw fit. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 


| I will now state what the decision of the Chair 


properly before the House, because no member || 


of the committee was authorized to reportit. , 

Mr. HOUSTON. . Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask a question? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
word first, in reply to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, I did not say this bill was not the same 
as that reported last year; what I said was, that 
if it is the same then the Speaker of the last Con- 
press was in error in regard to the contents of that 
vill, for his decision was based upon a statement 


Let me say a | 


of the provisions of that bill which this bill does | 


not contain. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 


me, I will refer him to the record of what was | 


done on the question of order raised in reference 
to this bill in the last Congress. 1 read from the 
Journal of the last House: 


“The Sreaker having announced as the regular order of 
business the bill of the House (i. R. No. 552) to provide 
for the ascertainment and satisfaction of claims of Amer- 
ican citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the 3ist day of July, 1801, heretofore postponed until this 
day; the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
BARKSDALE that it be committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and printed, 

‘Mr. Lercuer made the point of order that, under the 
terms of the bill, the certificate of stock authorized therein 
may be redeemed by the Secretary of the Treasury when- 
ever he has funds with which to do s0; and thus, contain- 
ing an appropriation of money, the bill must be first con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. Pending which, after 
debate, 

‘Mr. Huenes moved that the bill be laid on the table. 

* And the question being put, it was decided in the neg- 
ative—yens 75, nays 106. 

“The question then recarring on the point of order made 
by Mr. Lercnuer, 

* The Sreaxer sustained the same, and decided that the 
bill must be first considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

“From this decision of the Chair Mr. Frorence ap- 
peaicd. 

* Pending which, 

“Mr. Hvenaes moved that the appea! be laid on the table. 

‘And the question being put, it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 128, nays 59. 

** So the appeal was laid on the table.”’ 


So it will be seen that there was a very decided 
expression of opinion on the subject by the last 
House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentleman 
is right in reference to the question of order. I 
did not remember precisely what was done, but I 


presume the friends of the bill acceded to the de- | 


cision of the Speaker because the bill came in so 
late in the session that they had no hope of car- 
rying it through the House. I recollect perfectly 
well that Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, who was very 
conversant with the rules, stated that the decision 


of the Speaker was not sustained by the facts as | 


they appeared. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The bill reported by the com- 
mittee now is precisely, in every word and letter, 
the bill before the last House upon which the de- 
cision was made to which the gentleman from 
Tennessee refers.. Here is the bill, as it was 
printed by the last House, and it contains pre- 
cisely the provisions upon which Mr. Speaker 
Orr made his decision, which decision, I presume, 
will be repeated by the present Speaker. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to say 
to the House that the then Speaker made his de- 
cision upon a bill which was not before the House, 
I will send for the Globe, and show the gentleman 
from Alabama, {[Mr. Hovsrow,] and otbers, what 
was the decision and what it was made upon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am under the impression 
that the gentleman from Maine is mistaken. The 
decision which was then made by the Speaker 
was made in part upon the languageof the bill 
and in part upon existing laws which authorized 
the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem the out- 
standing obligations of the Government. This 
bill says that the stock to be issued under it shall 
be redeemable at the pleasure of the Government; 
and there is an existing law which authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to redeem the outstand- 
ing stock of the Government out of appropriations 
made permanently for that purpose. Looking at 
the provisions of the bill and at the existing law, 
the Speaker came to the decision, and properly, 





| 
| 
| 


| will yield to the gentleman ina moment. The 


was, and upon what language it was made. In 
the Congressional Globe, second session, Thirty- 
Fifth Congress, part one, page 729, I find the fol- 
lowing: 

«The Chair imagines there is very great difference, ac- 
cording to his recollection, between the bill now pending 
and the one to which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Stephens] has referred.” 

Let me say, sir, that it was claimed by the 
friends of the bill that it made no appropriation of 


| money, but simply declared a liability on the part 


| of the Government. 


It was claimed that it only 


| established a debt; which, however, could not be 


If the gentleman will allow || 


paid until Congress should make an appropria- 
tion for that purpose in the regular mode and with 
the regularforms. Congress may create an office 
and authorize the payment of a salary, but that 
salary will not be paid until an appropriation is 


'made to that end. Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, 


took the ground that the French 4onmer bill 
established only a debt, declared a liability, and 


| that the money could only be drawn from the 
_ Treasury hereafter upon appropriation duly made. 





He likened it to a case decided by the Speaker a 
short time before in reference to a pension bill, 
which was introduced into the House, provid- 
ing for an annual draft upon the Treasury of 
$10,000,000. ‘There the Speaker declared that 
that pension bill did not make an appropriation of 
money,and therefore that it was not necessary its 
first consideration should be had in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Let me go on with the decision with which I 
commenced: 

‘“Tbere was certainly no portion of the tax or charge, 
if it was a charge, upon the people which could have been 
drawn from the Treasury under the pension bill. The dif- 
ficulty in deciding this question grows, in the opinion of 
the Chair, out of the proper construction that is to be placed 
upon the last two lines of the seventh section of the bill, 
taken in connection with a clause in the act of 1853. The 
words to which the Chair refers are these: ‘ and such cer- 
tificates of stock’—the $5,000,000 of stoek which it is pro- 
vided shal! be issued—‘shall be redeemable at the Treas- 
ury of the United States.’ ” 

I desire now to call the attention of the Chair 
and that of the House to the pending bill, and 
what is the difference. ‘* And such certificates of 
stock shall be redeemable at the Treasury of the 
United States,’’ was the language upon which the 
decision of the Speaker was made that has been re- 
referred to—that the bill mustgo to the Committee 
ofthe Whole onthe state of the Union. That isnot 
the language of the bill now upon the Speaker’s 
table, if my recollection servesme. The language 
there is, that the stock shall be redeemable at the 
pleasure of the Government, or something to that 
effect.» ‘Whether it is true or not that, under the 
former bill, upon which the decision of the Speaker 
was made, money could be paid out of the Treas- 
urya it is certain that, under the present bill, no 
appropriation is made and no money can be paid 
out under it until an appropriation is hereafter 
made for that purpose in due form. The decision 
of the Speaker heretofore made, therefore, will 
not apply to the present bill. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Let me propound an in- 
terrogatory to the gentleman from Maine. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Notnow. I 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Howsroy] is cor- 
rect in saying that the bill before the House is the 
same in its provisions as the bill of the last ses- 


|| sion; but it is equally true that the language upon 


which the former decision of the Speaker was 
made is not contained in the pending bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let me correct myself. 
When I received the bill at the hands of the 
Clerk, I understood him to say that it was the 
same bill which was then before the House. The 
Clerk thinks so yet. He has sent for the bill, 
and we can soon know whether it is the same. I 
presume that itis the same. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If it be in order, 
I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I will hear the 
gentleman from ret 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to say that, in 
response to an inquiry which I made of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, [Mr. 
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bill was 


d repo 
gress at its last session. That van the co 


Corwin,] he stated that thi Tt 
similar ¢ the bill which was Precisely 
standing, I am satisfied, of eve nder. 
ae eae was present. TY Member of the 
r. E. I understand that this hin : 
same as that which was repartee ie tae 18 the 
sion of Congress. I agree with the gentleman 
Mississippi that no other bill could be re n irom 

Mr. SHBURN, of Maine. [have ene a. 
at any time that the bill presented here ‘aad aq 
ent from that presented Fast year. There ca na 
no controversy on that point between the To ; 
man from Mississippi and myself. | Dave stat a 
that the decision last year was predicated y - 
certain language which the Speaker thought = 
in the bill of last year. It is now ascertained that 
no such language is in that bill. Therefore . 
hold that it is no authority upon this occasion ani 
against this bill, which dacs not contain the lan 
guage upon which the decision was based. 

r. ROYCE. It is the same as the bill reported 
at the last session. 

The SPEAKER, The motion ponding is the 
motion that the further consideration of this ma:. 
ter be postponed until this day three weeks. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call the pre- 
vious question on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. | It appears to the Chair tha: 
this controversy is premature at this time, and 
that it will be more pertinent when the time arrives 
to which it is postponed, if it be postponed. If 
it is to be postponed, there is no use in debatine 
whether it contains an appropriation or not; that 
will be a proper subject for inquiry when it js 
again taken up. . 

Mr. BRANCH. I raise the question of order 
that this bill must have its first consideration in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I insist that it must, under the rules, in- 
stantly go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER, If the bill be postponed for 
three weeks from to-day, the Chair decides that 
it will then stand, when it is next taken up, in 
preciscly the same condition in which it is now. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The time to which it is pro- 

osed to make the postponement is the time fixed 
or the meeting of one of the great party conven- 
tions, and there will not, of course, be a quorum 
present here, 

Mr. BRANCH. Ifthe motion to postpone be 
voted down, will not the question then arise upon 
the point of order that I make, that this bill, under 
the rules, must go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr, McQUEEN. It is improper to postpone 
the consideration of an important measure to the 
week when the Charleston convention will be in 
session. 

Mr. MILLSON. I make the point of order 
that the demand for the previous question is fot 
in order until there is a decision as to whether 
this bill does or does not, under. the rules, go to 
the Committee of the Whole cn the state of the 
Union. I make the point of order that the bill 
must go there. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia allow the Chair to state that the demand 
for the previous question covers nothing but the 

uestion of postponement? In the opinion of the 
Chair, it does not cover the question of reference. 

Mr. MILLSON. I am aware of that. ' 

The SPEAKER. When the bill comes up, '' 
will be an open question whether it shall go toa 
committee or not. , 

Mr. MILLSON. I am aware of that. I wish 
the Clerk to read the 131st rule. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I want to suggest to gentle- 
men on the other side, that the ime proposed is 
an improper time to make a special order of S° 
important a bill. That is the week in which 1t}s 
contemplated to hold the convention in Charles- 
tion; when, I suppose, many members will be 
absent from the House. This is one of the most 
im nt bills that ean come before the House, 
and one that has been before it every Congress 
since I came here. 

Mr. ROYCE... What day does the gentleman 
from South Carolina suggest for the considera- 
tion of the bill? k 

Mr. McQUEEN. I suggest no day to maxe 
it a special order; but I suggest to the gentlemen 
who make this proposition, that the week pro 
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ae is the week in which the Charleston con- 
‘on is to be held. 

vention ‘OREN CE. Well, I hope a week ear- 

jer will be fixed for this important bill. 

“Mr ROYCE. Then I modify my motion by 

making the bill a special order for two weeks 


from to TLLSON . lask for the reading of the 


le. 
ae 13lst rule was read, as follows: 


oN or ition for a tax or charge upon the 

No mail be disused the day on which it is made or 

a and every such proposition shall receive its first 
eee in a Committee of the Whole House.” 


Mr. MILLSON, | call now for the reading of 
the 133d rule. | 


The 133d rule was read, as follows: 


« All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall | 


pe first discussed in a Committee of the Whole House.”’ 


Mr. MILLSON. Now, my point of order is, | 





that not only must the bill 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentleman | 


fom Virginia will permit me to say here, that 
this very bill was last year reported and postponed 
precisely as it is proposed ta postpone it now. 
Mr. MILLSON. My point of order is, that 
not only must the bill be iscussed in a Commit- 


wee of the Whole House, but that all proceedings | 
touching the bill must be discussed in a Commit- | 
tee of the Whole House, and that it is incompe- | 


tent for the House to postpone the consideration 


of the bill, and to keep it before the House for a | 
e referred to a Committce || 


single day. It must be re 
of the Whole House, if it is to go there at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does notentertain 
that view of thecase. Itappears te the Chair that 
the mere matter.of postponement to another day 
may well be disposed of now, and that it does 
not involve the settlement of the question. 

Mr. MILLSON. The motion to postpone 
would admit of a discussion on the merits of this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. No discussion on the merits 


of the bill is lawful at this stage—nothing but a | 


discussion as to the question of 


ostponement. 
It isa mere delay that is asked. 


n the opinion 


of the Chair, the bill, when it comes up again, | 


will come up in the condition itis in now. The 

question is on seconding the previous oak 
The previous question was seconde 

main question ordered. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I move to lay the bill on 


the table. But if gentlemen will agree to let the | 


bill go to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, where it ought to be, I will with- 
draw that motion. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman from Mississippi will waive his motion 
for the present, considering that the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, who takes a 


lively interest in the question, and is thoroughly | 


posted on the subject, is not present. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Then FI ask the gentle- 


man from Vermont to agree that this bill shall be | 


recommitted to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and itcan be reported again by the chairman him- 
self. I desire to say further, that it was the un- 
derstanding in the committee that 





Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The gentleman | 
from Mississippi knows very well that if the bill | 
were recommitted it could not be reported again. | 


_ Mr. BARKSDALE. It could be reported again 
in two weeks’ time. , 
_ Mr. FLORENCE. Well, we would gain noth- 
ing by recommitting the bill to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 
Mr. BARKSDALE withdrew his motion, 
, 4he question was taken on Mr. Royce’s mo- 
‘ton to make the bill a special order for this day 
two weeks; and it was agreed to. 
' Mr FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 
% which the bill was made a special order; and 
a Cr to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOHN RANDOLPH CLAY... 


Mr ROYCE. I am instructed by the Committee 
ae Affairs to report‘back the joint reso- 
“ution (S. No. 5) authorizing the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to revise and adjust the 
scounts of John Randolph Clay, United States 
hut ter to Peru. I move to put the joint reso- 

on on its passage. I think there can be no 





| 





, and the | 





jority report. 


I hope the | 
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objection to the passage of the resolution; I hope | way, an op 
the House will consent to take it up, and pass it || 


at this time. 


Mr. BRANCH. I object to the passage of this | 


|| sion of Congress. 
resolution, and shall consequently object to its be- | 


ing put on its passage at this time. [ move thatit 
be referred to a Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. | 


The motion was agreed to. 


SEIZURE OF THE BARK ADRIATIC. 


Mr. BURLINGAME, from the Committee on | 


| Foreign Affairs, reported a joint resolution rela- || 


tive to the alleged seizure and condemnation of 


the American bark .Adriatic by the French au- || 
thorities; which was read a first and second time, | 
| referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


be printed. 
FRANCIS DAINESE. 


Mr. BURLINGAME, from the same commit- | 
tee, also reported a bill for the relief of Francis || 
| Dainese;. which was read a first and second time, 
| referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 


be printed. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (H. | ! 
|| satisfactory to the House, I will give this notice: 
their papers the date when subscriptions expire, | 
and in relation to the postage on drop letters; and || 


R. No. 241) authorizing publishers to print on 


an act for the relief of Mary E, Castor; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


THOMAS L. lL. BRENT. 
Mr. BRANCH, from the same committee, 


made an adverse report on the petition of Thomas 


L. L. Brent, for outfit as chargé d’affaires; which 
was laid on the table. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 
Mr.GROW. [ am instructed by the Commit- 


| tee on Territories to report back a bill (H.R. No. 
| 23) for the admission of Kansas into *be Union. 


I propose to submita motion to recommit the bill 


to the Committee on Territories; but I will con- | 


sult the will of the House, whether it will go into 
the discussion of the bill now, or fix a time for its 
consideration. The minority of the Committee 


on Territories desire to submit a report, and I | 
suppose there will be no objection to its being | 


submitted, and ordered to be printed, with the ma- 
I will be governed entirely by the 
wish of the House whether to have a particular 


time fixed for the bill to come up for discussion, | 


or whether discussion shall go on now, on the 
motion to recommit. ; 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
discussion will go on now, and let us pass the 
bill. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I propose to make 
a minority report. 


enter on the discussion till then. 


Mr. GROW. The motion to recommit will | 
By that time | 
all the papers, including the minority report, can | 


bring up this subject on Tuesday. 


be printed, and the bill will come up as the first 
business in order when the committees are called 
on Tuesday. If that course will mect the views 


of the House, | will now move that the rules be | 


suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committeee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Ican have the mi- 


nority report ready by Tuesday. That will be || 


time enough for me. 

Mr. GROW. Then I desire to give notice to 
the House that I shall ask for a vote upon the 
bill at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say that this 
bill will be one of the test questionsin this House, 
and really I see no necessity for any very lengthy 
discussion upon it. 
ber here has made up his mind whether he will 


vote for or against the admission of Kansas. under 
I desire, therefore, so far as I am con- 


this bill. 
cerned, to allow gentlemen upon the Opposition 
side of the House an opportunity of recordin 


their votes for the admission of Kansas, and to al- 
low those of us on this side, who would vote that 





| pleasure. 


| submitted to the House, and desires to 





J have one in preparation, | 
but it is not yet completed. It will be completed | 
in a very short time; and I would prefer not to | 
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y, an oe of recording our votes 
inst it. This is a question that all will prob- 
ably want to dispose of during the present ses- 

{ I desire to make no motion 
which will not give an opportunity for a legiti- 
mate expression of opinion by every member 
upon the other side of the House, as wellas upon 
this side. But with a view of getting at the sense 
of the House—of the members of the Republican 
party and of the Democratic party—if the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has no objection to it, I 
will move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I hope the gentle- 
man will not do that. 

Mr. GROW. Let me understand first if I am 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I recognize the gentle- 
man’s right to the floor, and I hold it at his 
I desire to say that, as the gentleman 
from Missouri is a member of the Territorial Com- 
mittee, and has got his report nearly ready to be 
ave it 
printed, I will not make any motion which will be 


| disagreeable to him, feeling that he has a right, 


upon this side of the House, to direct and control 
this question. 


Mr. GROW. That is the very reason why I 


| did not ask action on the bill to-day, in order that 


the minority might have an opportunity to have 
their report made and printed. And now, if it is 


that on Tuesday, when the bill comes up, I shall 
ask a vote upon it, consulting the pleasure of the 


| House as to the time when it shall be taken. I 
| do not know of any reason why we should have 


a long discussion upon this question. It is one 


| that 1s familiar to the House, and that we all 


undérstand. I think two or three hours will be a 
sufficient time to discuss it, and then we car have 
| a vote upon it. 
| Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. [ would suggest to 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania this, as a better 
| course: to let the matter be postponed until Tues- 
day, or some other day, and to let the reports of 
the majority and of the minority be printed; so 
| that the House may understand the grounds upon 
which those who opposc the admission base that 
opposition, and the grounds upon which the ma- 
jority of the committee place their advocacy of it. 
[ have my report repared, but it needs some re- 
vision. ‘I'wo or three hours will be as long as I 
want to prepare it for the press. If it is under- 
stood that the majority report is now made, with 
leave to the minority to submit their report, and 
have it printed, | do not care what cay it is post- 
oned to, so that we can be heard upon it. But 
want to have the reports printed before any vote 
is taken on a motion to lay the bill upon the table. 
| Mr.CRAWFORD. I would ask the gentleman 


|| when his report can be submmitted and printed ? 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. By Tuesday. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Then I would suggest to 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania that Tuesday 
will be too carly a day to consider the bill, if the 
gentleman's report cannot be brought in until 
‘Tuesday. 

Mr. GROW. I do not think that we should 
er matter for any longer time than may 
»e sufficient for the minority of the committee to 
make their report. The report of the committee 
was agreed to on the 23d of February, and the 
bill has been ready to be reported from that time 
to this; but we have had no opportunity of pre- 
senting it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

A message was received from the President of 
| the United States, by Mr. James Bucnanan, his 
| Private Secretary, informing the House that he 





| had this day approved and signed a bill making 

appropriations for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with the Ponca Indians, and certain bands of In- 
| dians in the State of Oregon and the Territory of 
| Washington, for the year ending June 30, 1860 
Also, communicating to the House of Represent- 





I suppose that every mem- 


atives a message in writing. 
ADMISSION OF KANSAS-—AGAIN. 
Mr, CLARK, of Missouri. I would ask the 


chairman of the Committee on Territories not to 
ress this matter; for, as he is aware, the minor- 
ity report has been got up under some embarrass- 
ments, and needs revision. I supposed that I was 
ready to have offered it this morning; but I find 

|| that it needs some revision in regard to the dates 
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of certain events in Kansas. I hope, therefore, 
that he will not press this matter before the mid- 
dle of next week. By Monday evening or Tues- 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


| he is not bound b any pledge to vote against the 
| the admission of sas, in violation of that act. 
| Now, sir, itis perfectly well known that the votes 


day I can have my report ready, but not before | of members from the section of the Union from 


that. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. [am indifferentas || sideration that, if 


to the disposition which shall now be made of this 
bill, provided that too great delay does not occur. 
A motion to recommit is pending. 

Mr. GROW. Allow me to move that the ma- 
jority and minority reports be printed. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Well, the motion 
to print is debatable, and I desire to debate it for 
two minutes. I have a thorough contempt for that 
equivocal position which sometimes adds so much 


| 


_ which I come were given for that bill only in con- 
ansas did not come into the 
| Union under that constitution, she was not to 
| come in until it had been ascertained that she con- 
| tained a population of ninety-three thousand in- 
habitants. Now, sir, I have always held that 
legislative compromises are binding upon nobody 
except those who voted for therm; but having 
ann for that bill, I hold myself—to use the lan- 
| guage of the gentleman from Ohio—as a gentle- 
| man and as a man of honor, bound to vote against 


factitious importance to a member of this House, || any bill which violates the provisions of the 


because of any uncertainty which may exist as to 
the action he shall take upon important measures; 


|| « English”? bill. 


Mr. GROW. L hope gentlemen will not, upon 


and to relieve myself fromany such doubt, I desire || this question of postponement, undertake to enter 
to say one word upon this subjectnow. Whena || into any arguments upon the merits of the bill. I 


candidate in 1858, before the people who have hon- 
ored me with a seat here, i said that whenever 
Kansas should present a republican form of con- 
stitution, oe by a convention assembled and 
acting under any valid law of her Territorial Legis- 
lature, and submitted to and approved by a fair 
and honest vote of her people, she should have 
my support for immediate admission, whether she 
had just ninety-three thousand inhabitants or not. 
And at the last session, when a bill for the admis- 
sion of Oregon was pending in this House, I said 
that whenever Kansas should come as Oregon had 
come, peaceably, orderly, and with a constitution 
expressing the will of a majority of her inhabit- 
ants, legally and honestly ascertained, I would 
vote acter admission. These pledges, sir, I pro- 
pose now to make good. Kansas is here, having 
complied, in my judgment, substantially with 
these several conditions; and upon all motions 
made in good faith, whether direct or incidental, 
I shall so vote as to secure her early admission 
into the Union of these States. As a gentleman, 
as a man of honor, independent of every other 
consideration, I am bound so to vote. 

Having said thus much, and leaving her here to 
the motherly nurture and solicitude of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow,] skilled as 
he is, too, in spallabesaeiea, I now bid farewell— 

“A word that hath been and must be, 
A sound that makes us linger, yet farewell”? 
forever to ‘‘ bleeding Kansas.’’ [A laugh.] 

Mr. GROW. I have been appealed to by gen- 
tleman on the other side of the House to fix a 
longer time, before which this bill is not to come 
up for consideration. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make 
this proposition, and ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for its adoption: that the majorit 
and minority reports may be printed, and the bill 
be postponed until Wednesday next, with the un- 
derstanding that it shall be taken up then imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal, and that 
afier a reasonable time for debate, it shall be voted 
on directly, without any unnecessary delay. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I am willing, so 
far.as Iam concerned, that that day shall be fixed 
for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GARNETT. I wish to say simply, in 
reply to my honorable friend from Ohio, who 
has just addressed the House, [Mr. Vatianpic- 
HAM 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania had yielded the floor. 

Mr. GROW. Notatall. I am entitled to the 
floor for one hour upon this bill, having reported it, 
and having, therefore, the right to open the debate; 
and 1 proposeo occupy the floor for that time, 
unless the House comes to some agreement upon 
the question of postponement. 

Mr. GARNETT, and Mr. DAVIS of Indiana, 
tel Mr. Grow, requesting him to yield the 

oor. 

Mr. GROW. Gentlemen appeal to me to yield 
the floor. I will yield first to the gentleman from 
Virginia for a minute, and then to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. GARNETT. I have no objection to this 
bill being made the order for any day which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania desires. But I wish 
te say this—for I shall not address the House 
upon this bill: that the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Vatianpicuam,] I believe, was not a 
member of this House when what is called the 
** English bill’’ passed this House; and therefore 
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| 


a 


| 


| now yield the floor, for a few minutes, to the 
| gentleman from Indiana. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I will not occupy 
| one minute. I shall vote for the admission of 


| Kansas into the Union on the first favorable op- 


portunity, and that vote will be perfectly consist- 
ent with my whole political life; but I will sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether 
it will not be better for all parties that this, bill 
should be postponed until two weeeks from to- 


ay. 

Nir. GROW. I will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that this bill is the regular order of busi- 
ness; and I proposed, after a day or two for discus- 
sion, to have called the previous question upon it; 
but the gentleman from Missouri, who represents 
the minority of the Committee on Territories, 
asks for a little more time to prepare his minority 


report. 
Mr. WINSLOW. Has the morning hourex- 
ired ? 
; Mr. GROW. I will first make this proposi- 
tion, and then I will relieve the House from fur- 
ther colloquies upon the subject: I move that the 
bill be postponed until Tuesday next, and that 
the majority and minority reports be printed. 
Mr. WIN SLOW. IL ask whether the morning 





has expired ? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. Is there any objec- 
tion to the proposition that the bill be postponed 
until Tuesday next, and, with the majority and 
minority reports, be printed? 

Mr. HINDMAN, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. 
MAYNARD, and others, objected. 

Mr. GROW. I then give notice that this bill 
will come up on Tuesday next as the regular 
order of business 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
discussion will go on now, and the bill be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HINDMAN. lam willing to withdraw 
my objection to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Seeneneean, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise to a question of 
order. I want to know how the wn eman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] was deprived of the 


floor? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [ask for a decision upon 
my point of order. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was upon the floor, and it is not com- 

etent for any gentleman to take the floor from 


im. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to the floor, and if he does not 
yield, it is not competent for any gentleman to 
take the floor from him. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [rise to a question of order. 
lt is this: During the morning hour reports from 
committees are received under the rule and acted 
upon; but at the expiration of the morning hour, 
no matter who is upon the floor in the transaction 
of the morning business, any gentleman may in- 
terrupt him and move to go to the business on the 
S er’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 

. I move now to proceed to 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BURNETT. Like the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp,] I am ready to meet 
this question; and I do not want any 
ment. I want the matter settled. I am y»s8o 
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far as 1am concerned, to vote . 
have no fear of taking the ees ow. 
vote I shall give in reference to oon OF the 
Mr. HOUSTON. [ haveas little i 
upon the question as the gentleman from Ke 
tucky ener it coenes up in order; but . 
morning hour has expired, the moti ; 
is . order, and I insist upon eg on [have made 
r. N. I hope th 
Asbo willwaiye hiametion nea hemes om 
sas question ve deposed of in some way Id, 
not want to shelter any presidenti ; 
hind this bill. ¥ Presidential aspirant be. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I am as far from Wanting to 
as the gentle. 


shelter any presidential candidate 
man. 
Mr. HINDMAN. I knowof no aspj 
it would shelter, except Judge Dovess; eat ‘ 
is the last man I should want to shelter, P 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself int, 
gta of the Whole on the state of the 
nion. 


PROTEST OF THE PRESIDENT, 


Mr. BOCOCK. I ask that, by the co 
the House, the message from the Pietdent wisn 
was received this morning, and which now lies 
upon the Speaker’s table, be taken up and con. 
sidered. 

Mr. GROW. Is there a motion pending 
to the business upon the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr.GROW. I want to be satisfied of that fact: 
for if there is such a motion pending, I am not 
entitled to the floor; otherwise I am. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move that we take up the 
message of the President of the United States, 
which came to us this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Several Memsers. Certainly not. 

The SPEAKER. The message will be taken 
up and read. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I object. [Cries of 
‘*It is too late!”’ from the Democratic benches.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
objection comes too late. 

he Clerk then read the message, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

Aftera delay which has afforded me ample time 
for reflection, and after much and careful Ueliber- 
ation, I find myself constrained by an imperious 
sense of duty, as a coérdinate branch of the Fed- 
eral Government, to protest against the first two 
clauses of the first resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives, on the 5th instant, and 
published in the Congressional Globe on the suc- 
ceeding day. These clauses are in the following 
words : 

* Resolved, That a committee of five members be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker, for the e [first] of investi- 
gating whether the President of the United States, or any 
other officer of the Government, has, by money, patronage, 
or other improper means, sought to influence the action of 
Congress, or any committee thereof, for or against the pass- 
age of any law appertaining to the rights of any State or 

erritory ; [and second,] also to inquire into and investi- 
gate whether any officer or officers of the Government have, 
by combination or otherwise, prevented or defeated, or at- 
tempted to prevent or defeat, the execution of any law or 
laws now — the statute-book, and whether the Presi- 
dent has failed or refused to compel the execution of any 
law thereof.” 


I confine myself exclusively to these two 
branches of tharesolution; because the portions 
of it which follow relate to alleged abuses in post 
offices, navy-yards, public buildings, and other 
public works of the United States. In such cases 
ree are highly proper in themselves, and 
belong equally to the Renate and the House, as 
incident to their Soon duties, and being 
necessary to enable them to discover and to pro- 
vide the appropriate legislative remedies for any 
abuses which may be ascertained. Although the 
terms . the latter rowh the mgs glo 
extremely vague and general, yet my 80 . 

in sdvestion to them at present is to mark 
the broad line of distinction between the accuse 
tory and remedial clauses of this resolution. The 
House of Representatives no power under 
the Constitution over the or accusatory por 
tion of the resolution, except as an impeaching 
body; whilst over the las 
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~ eer that I propose to make a few observa- 
ing porns i thee. single case, the Constitu- 
ee invested the House of Representatives 
— no power, no jurisdiction, no supremacy 
"= tever over the President. Inall other respects 
eo uite as independent of them as they are of 
_ Ths a coordinate branch of the Government, 
he is their equal. Indeed, he is the only direct 
resentative on earth of the —_ of all and 
cab of the sovereign States. To them, and to 
non alone, is he responsible whilst acting within 
the sphere of his constitutional duty; and not in 
any manner to the House of Representatives, 
The people have thought proper to invest him | 
with the most honorable, res onsible, and digni- 
fed office in the world; and the individual, how- 
ever unworthy, now holding this exalted position, 
will take care, So far as in him lies, that their 
rights and prerogatives shall never be violated in 
his person; but shall s to his successors un- 
impaired by the adoption of a dangerous prece- 
dent. He will defend them to the last extremity 
ainst any unconstitutional attempt, come from 
what quarter it may, to abridge the constitutional 
rights of the Executive, and render him subser- 
vient to any. human power except themselves. 

The people have not confined the President to 
the exercise of executive duties. They havealso 
conferred upon him a large measure of legislative 
discretion. No bill can become a law without 
his approval as representing the people of the 
United States, unless it shall pass after his veto 
by a majority of two thirds of both Houses. In 
his legislative capacity» he might, in common 
with the Senate and the House, institute an in- 
quiry to ascertain any facts which ought to influ- 
ence his judgment in approving or vetoing any 
bill. 

This participation in the performance of legis- 
lative duties between the coérdinate branches of 
the Government ought to inspire the conduct of 
all of them, in their relations towards each other, 
with mutual forbearance and respect. At least, 
each has a right to demand justice from the other. 
The cause of complaint is, that the constitutional 
rights and immunities of the Executive have been 
violated in the person of the President. 

The trial of an impeachment of the President 
before the Senate on charges preferred and. pros- 
ecuted against him by the House of Represent- 
atives, would be an imposing spectacle for the 
world. In the result not only his removal from 
the presidential office would be involved, but what 
is of infinitely greater importance to himself, his | 
character, both in the eyes of the present and of 
future generations, might possibly be tarnished. 
The disgrace cast upon him would in some de- 
gree be reflected upon the character of the Amer- 
ican people who elected him. Hence the precau- 
tions adopted by the Constitution to secure a fair | 
trial. Onsuch a trial it declares that ‘‘ the chief 
justice shall preside,”” This was doubtless be- 
cause the framers of the Constitution believed it | 
to be possible that the Vice President might be 
biased by the fact that, “in case of the removal 
of the President from office,’’ ** the same shall 
devolve on the Vice President.” 

The preliminary progeedings in the House in 
the case of charges which may involve impeach- | 
ment have been well and wisely settled by long 
practice upon principles of equal justice, both to 
the accused and to the people. The precedent | 
established in the case of Judge Peck, of Mis- 
sour, in 1831, after acareful review of all former 
precedents, will, I venture to predict, stand the 
test of time. In that case, Luke Edward Law- 
less, the accuser, presented a petition tothe House, 
in which he set forth minutely and specifically his 
causes of complaint. He prayed “ that the con- 
duct and proceedings in this behalf of said Judge 
Peck may be inquired into by your honorable 
body, and such decision made thereon as to your 
wisdom and justice shall seem proper.’ This 

tion was referred tothe Judiciary Committee. | 

uch has ever been deemed the appropriate com- | 
mittee to make similar,investigations. It is a 
Standing committee, supposed to be appointed | 
Without reference to any special case, and at all 
limes is presumed to be composed of the most 
eminent lawyers in the House from different por- 
tions of the Unien, whose acquaintance with ju- 

cial proceedings and whose habits of investi- 
gation qualify them peculiarly for the task. No 


tribunal, from their position and character, could, 
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in the nature of things, be more impartial. In 
the case of Judge Peck, the witnesses were selected | 
by the committee itself, with a view to ascertain 
the truth of the charge. They were cross-exam- | 
ined by him, and everything was conducted in 


cause of complaint. 

In view of this precedent, and, what is of far 
greater importance, in ‘view of the Constitution 
and the principles of eternal justice, in what man- 
ner has the President of the United States been 
treated by the House of Representatives? Mr. 
Joun Covope, a Representative from Pennsylva- 
nia, is the accuser of the President. Instead of 
following the wise precedents of former times, and 
especially that in the case of Judge Peck, and re- 
ferring the accusation to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the House have made my accuser one 
of my judges. To make the accuser the judge is 
a violation of the principles of universal justice, 
and is condemned by the practice of all civilized 
nations. Every freeman must revolt at such a 
spectacle. I am to appear before Mr. Covope, 
either personally or by a substitute, to cross-ex- 
amine the witnesses which he may produce before 
himself to sustain his own accusations against me; 
and perhaps even this poor boon may be denied 
to the President. 

And what is the nature of the investigation 
which his resolution proposes to institute? It is 
as vague and general as the English language af- 
fords words in which to make it. The commit- 
tee is to inquire, not into — specific charge 
or charges, but whether the President has, by 
‘*money, patronage, or other improper means, 
sought to influence,’’ not the action of any indi- 
vidual meniber or members of Congress, but * the 
action”’ of the entire body ‘‘ of Congress”’ itself, 
‘‘or any committee thereof.’”? The President 
might have had some ——- of the nature of 
the offense to be investigated, had his accuser 
pointed to the act or acts of Congress which he 
sought to pass or to defeat by the employment of 
‘*money, patronage, or other improper means.’’ 
But the accusation is bounded by no such limits. 
It extends to the whole circle of legislation; to 
interference ‘ for or against the passage of any 
law appertaining to the rights of any State or Ter- 
ritory.’’ And what law does not appertain to the 
rights of some State or Territory? And what law 
or laws has the President failed to execute? These 
might easily have been pointed out had any such 
existed, 

Had Mr. Lawless asked an inquiry to be made 
by the House whether Judge Peck, in general 


| terms, had not violated his judicial duties, without 


the specification of any particular act, I do not be- 
lieve there would have been a single vote in that 
body in favor of the inquiry. 

Since the time of the Star Chamber and of gen- 
eral, warrants, there has been no such proceeding 
in England. 

The House of Representatives, the high im- 
peaching power of the country, without consent- 
ing to hear a word of explanation, have indorsed 
this accusation against the President, and made 
it their own act. They even refused to permit a 
member to inquire of the President’s accuser what 
were the specific charges against him. Thus in 
this preliminary accusation of ‘* high crimes and 
misdemeanors”’ against a coordinate branch of 
the Government, under the impeaching power, 


the House refused to hear a single suggestion | 


even in regard to the correct mode of proceeding; 
but, without a moment’s delay, passed the accus- 
atory resolutions under the pressure of the pre- 
vious question. 

In the institution of a prosecution for any of- 
fense against the most humble citizen—and I claim 
for myself no greater rights than he enjoys—the 
Constitutions of the United States and of the sev- 
eral States require that he shall be informed, in the 
very beginning, of the nature and cause of the ac- 
cusation against him, in order to enable him to 
prepare for his defense. There are other princi- 
ples which I might enumerate, not less sacred, 
Prmnating an impenetrable shield to protect every 
citizen falsely charged with a criminal offense. 
These have been violated in the prosecution in- 
stituted by the House of Representatives against 
the executive branch of the Government. Shall 
the President alone be deprived of the protection 


| of these great principles which prevail in every, 


land where a ray of liberty penetrates the gloom 





such a manner as to afford him no reasonable 
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of spots Shall the Executive alone be de- 
prived of rights which all his fellow-citizens en- 
Joy? The whole proceeding against him justifies 
the fears of those wise and great men who, before 
the Constitution was adopted by the States, appre- 
hended that the tendency of the Government was 
to the aggrandizement of the legislative at the ex- 
pense of the executive and judicial departments. 

1 again declare, emphatically, that | make this 
protest for no reason personal to myself; and I do 
it with perfect respect for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in which I had-the honor of serving as 
a member for five successive terms. I have lived 
long in this goodly land, and have enjoyed all 
the offices and honors which my country could 
bestow. Amid all the political storms through 
which I have passed, the present is the first at- 
tempt which has ever been made, to my knowl- 
edge, to assail my personal or official integrity; 
and this as the time is approaching when I shall 
voluntarily retire from the service of my country. 
I feel proudly conscious that there is no public 
act of my life which will not bear the strictest 
scrutiny. I defyallinvestigation. Nothing but 
the basest perjury can sully my good name. Ido 
not fear even this; because I cherish an humble 
confidence that the gracious Being who has hitherto 
defended and protected me against the shafts of 
falsehood and malice, will not desert me now, 
when I have become “ old and gray-headed.”’ I 
can declare before God and my country, that no 
human being (with an exception oannely worthy 
of notice) has, at any period of my life, dared to 
approach me with a corrupt or dishonorable prop- 
osition; and, until recent developments, it had 
never entered into my imagination that any per- 
son, even in the storm of exasperated political 
excitement, would charge me, in the most remote 
degree, with having made such a proposition to 
any human being. I may now, however,exclaim, 
in the language of complaint employed by my first 
and greatest predecessor, that I have been abused 
‘**in such exaggerated and indecent terms as could 
scarcely be applied to a Nero, to a notorious de- 
faulter, or even to a common pickpocket.”” 

I do, therefore, for the reasons stated, and in 
the name of the people of the several States, sol- 
emnly protest against these proceedings of the 
House of Representatives, because they are in 
violation of the rights of the coérdinate executive 
Branch of the Government, and subversive of its 
constitutional independence; because they are cal- 
culated to foster a band of interested parasites and 
informers, ever ready, for their own advantage, 
to swear before ex parte committees to pretended 
private conversations between the President and 
themselves, incapable, from their nature, of being 
disproved; thus furnishing material for harassing 
him, degrading him in the eyes of the country, 
and eventually, should he be a weak or a timid 
man, rendering him subservient to improper in- 
fluences, in a Bi to avoid such persecutions and 
annoyances; because they tend to destroy that 
harmonious action for the common good, which 
ought to be maintained, and which I sincerely de- 
sire to cherish, between coérdinate branches of 
the Government; and finally, because, if unre- 
sisted, they would establish a precedent danger- 
ous and embarrassing to all my successors, to 
whatever political party they might be attached. 

JAMES BUCHANAN. 

Wasuincton, March 28, 1860. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, the President 
of the United States has made, for the first time, 
a protest against the exercise by the House of 
Representatives of one of its most important Bon- 
stitutional powers. I am willing to give to his 
communication all the consideration which its 
gravity demands. I am.willing that this House 
may now consider whether or not it has the 
power to investigate anything and everything 
which may be wrongly done by any officer of the 
executive eocd of ‘he Government; because, if 
the privilege of exemption which the President 
now sets up for himself belongs to him, then it ex- 
tends to and attaches to every subordinate under 
him, 
The Constitution of the United States declares 
that the President, Vice President, and all civil 
officers of the United States shall be removed from 
office on impeachment for, and conviction of, trea- 
son, bribery, and other high crimes and misde- 
meanors. It further declares, in another clause, 
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that this House of Representatives shall have the 
sole power of impeachment. Under these clauses 
this House, sir, has the right to examine into 
—— which may affect the conduct of any 
public officer under this Government, from the 
Chief Executive down to the little page who runs 
your errands upon this floor. Every one of the 
officers of this Government is subjected to the 
power of this House. But the President says that 
we cannot make our inquiries but in one way, 
and that is by preferring articles of impeachment. 
How will you find an impeachment? How will 
you prepare articles of impeachment? How will 
you take preliminary proof necessary to ascer- 
tain whether an officer of this Government has 
violated his duty? Only, sir, by preliminary 
examination. There is no other way. It is only 
by taking testimony you can ascertain whether 
or not there is adr ineene to charge that an of- 
ficer of the Government has violated his public 
duty. How else can we do it? 

hat does the President of the United States 
gravely ask us to do in the message which has 
just been read? That this high judicial body shall 
find an impeachment upon mere rumor. Shall we, 
upon the mere rumors which are circulating in 
the newspapers and upon the streets find an im- 
peachment? The very necessity of the case im- | 
plies that we havea right to investigate all charges | 
made in the public prints and elsewhere. If it is | 
alleged that the President has been seriously and | 
improperly connected with certain transactions, | 
we have a right in this House to inquire into the 
probable truth of these things. If we find that | 
they are probably true, then it is our duty to prefer | 
aruucles of impeachment against the President at 
the bar of the Senate. 

Why, sir, we have examined into the conduct 
of our own members—into the conduct of a Sen- | 
ator; we have the right to inquire into the con- 
duct of any of the officers of this Government; 
and shall the President eseape? At the last ses- 
sion of Congress, indeed at almost every session 
of Congress, the conduct of some exccutive offi- 
cer has been inquired into. 
the Constitution exempts the President from this 
inquiry? What distinction is there between him | 
end the niembers of this House? Do not I stand | 
upon the same constitutional right, as the Repre- 








sentative of one hundred thousand people, as the || 


President of the United States does as the repre- 
sentative of millions? I have the same constitu- 
tional right, and am subject to the same mode of 
trial for malfeasance or nonfeasance—no more, no 
less. So with every officer of this Government. 
There is no exception made in favor of the Pres- | 
ident. 

Mr. Speaker, the doctrine set up by the Pres- | 
ident of the United States in this message is the 
same under which Europe was governed for a 
thousand years—that the Kine can do no wrong. | 
That is the doctrine—that the King could not be | 
tried and executed, because the King could do no | 
wrong. Charles 1. went to the block, because 
the people of England believed that the King was 
not above and beyond their power. So it was | 
with Louis XVI. and the French people. This 
doctrine set up by the President of the United 
States is, in my judgment, the very worst that | 
has been enunciated since the foundation. of this | 
Republic. His conduct not to be inquired into! 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Will the | 
gentleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would prefer to go on 
without interruptien. 

My. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. It strikes 
me That the gentlemar is making a most extraor- 
dinary argument. The President does not deny 
the power of this House to inquire into his con- 
duct, and therefore the gentleman’s argument 
me that point falls to the ground. The Pres- 
ident only refers to the mode of investigation. 
He admits that the House has the right to im- 
peach him, as the gentleman alleges. He only 
denies that his accusers, who make the charges, 
should also be the judges to inquire into and de- 
cide upon them. He insists that they are not the 
proper persons to inaugurate the necessary pro- 
ceedings in order to put him upon his trial before 
the Senate. There 1s no issue between the Pres- 
ident and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Suer- 
MAN] on the point to which the gentleman is now 
speaking—none, except in the gentleman’s im- 
agination. I have feit, as there are no charges 
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= side the allegations which have recently been 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must have misunderstood 
the tenor of the President’s communication, if he 
does not deny the power of this House to appoint 
a committee of investigation like that which was 
raised the other day upon motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. ad 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. That is 
true, sir; but he does not deny the right of the 
House to impeach. He does not deny that, but 
he says that the Committee on the Judiciary is 
the proper tribunal, and not Mr. Covope’s com- 
mittee, to institute proceedings. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have already answered 
the position taken by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, and he could not have listened to me. 
The President objects to the mode! That is it— 
the mode! What other mode shall we follow? 
How else shall we investigate as to whether we 
shall or shall not impeach an officer of this Gov- 
ernment? Ido not speak of the merits of these 
accusations. How else shall we inquire as to 
whether we shall or shall not impeach, except by 
an investigation before a committee? 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Let the 
matter go to the Committee on the Judiciary, as 
has been done in all previous cases of impeach- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here, then, is the position 
which the gentleman assumes. He says that the 
President says we must refer this matter to astand- 
ing committee—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Shall the President of the United States tell us 
what we shall refer to a select committee, and 
what to a standing committee of this House? 
Why, sir, we can refer to a select committee or to 
a standing committee, or to a single member, if we 
choose, and the President of the United States 
has no right to take exception to our action. We 
have appointed five members of this House, of all 
political parties, to examine into the truth of these 
allegations made against the President, and when 
that committee reports to this House, it is then 
for us to decide whether the accusations are well 
or ill founded, and not before. 

Mr. Speaker, I have said more than I intended. 
As the President has entered his protest, I am 


| willing that this House shall take up his challenge. 
| [am willing to inquire into the power of this 
| House;and I therefore submit the motion that the 


President’s message be reférred to the Committce 
on the Judiciary, with leave to report at any time, 
by resolution, bill, or otherwise. I also move 


|| that the message be printed. 


Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as I 
was the member of the House who moved that 
the President’s message be taken up for considera- 
tion, the courtesy usually prevailing in the House 
would have extended the floor to me to move for 
its disposition. 1 do not say this‘in any spirit of 
complaint of the Speaker, because I know he is 
not, and has not had an opportunity to be, versed 
in the unwritten and customary rules of procedure 
which have obtained among us. But the older 
members of the House—and no member better 
than the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. SHerman]— 
know that the member who brings forward a 
proposition, or calls up a communication, is, by 
courtesy, entitled to make the motion for the dis- 
position of the subject. So much for that point. 

I do not object, sir, to the opportunity which 
has been afforded to the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Sarrman] to make the remarks he has. I 
propose now to submit a very few observations 
in reply—I hope with the spirit of calmness, and 
with the dignity becoming the occasion. ‘Phis is 
an important message. It is one calculated toex- 
cite a great deal of attention and interest in the 
country, and I hope that the members of the 
House of Representatives will come up to its con- 
sideration in a mood worthy of the occasion. 

When the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
Covoper} submitted the resolution to the House 
which has given rise to this communication from 
the Executive, I found myself placed in a very 
awkward and embarrassing position. It isalways 
disagreeable to vote inst investigations, be- 
cause the country desires purity, and does not 


always appreciate the apparently technical, or 
really coucsitutiosal, difficulties that stand in the 


way of such inquiries as this. I wished to sus- 
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made against the President, that I could not re- tain all proper investigation; but] en 
main silent and allow to pass uncontradicted from || to countenance an inquiry like this of { Willing 


man from Pennsylvania. As the sites gentle. 


: : P 8 

tion was moved, which cut off d ques. 
the time that I would vote mean Ge i = 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ind rw. 
give my reasons at another time. | voted eee 
that resolution, sir, for reasons which diane om 
shadowed forth in the message of the P € been 
of the United States. resident 

n my ju nt, Mr. S er, t 

from Okie (ad. ‘Shewetdais Mas entiveeemcmen 
the ground upon which the President bases his 
protest against the action of the House. Hed . 
not object to our instituting inquiries against him 
with a view to an impeachment. He asks mit 
that we shall treat him as we would treat any oth : 
citizen of this country, even the humblest in the 
land. . Let me ask you, sir; let me ask the “a. 
man from Ohio; let me ask every fair and im om 
tial man in this House, whether, in any State 4 ; 
this Union, or in any other civilized country . 
criminal prosecution can be instituted against an 
man without the sworn declaration of somebod 
that there is reason to believe that he has been 
guilty? I ask if upon vague rumor you would 
allow a sweeping and general inquiry to be madp 
against him? Would youallowa grand jury with 
a view to find an indictment against a man, to call 
up a witness and inquire: * Do you know whethor 
this man has at any time been guilty of anything 
which may be set down in the catalogs of crim- 
inal action?’? Would you do it? Do you do it in 
Ohio? Do you do it in Pennsylvania? I ask gen. 
tlemen who have been engaged in prosecutions, 
whether even grand juries are allowed to propound 
to witnesses interrogatories as to whether they 
know anything wrong in the conduct or character 
of aman sought to be accused, even though he be 
the humblest citizen in the community ? I say no. 
In the name of law, in the name of justice, and in 
the name of common sense, I assert that you do 
notdoso. What, then,do youdo? Youtequire 
specific allegations to be made. You require it to 
be assed whether the accused did, at a certain 
time, or within certain times, do a certain specific 
thing which is criminal, or omit to do what is le- 
lly required of him? 

ow, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Covepe] had come forward on that occasion, and 
said that he had good reason to believe that the 
President of the United States had undertaken, by 
corrupt means, to secure the passage of a partic- 
ular bill through the Congress of the United States, 
I should have been the last man on this floor to 
have voted against such investigation. This in- 
quiry, on the contrary, was based on no sworn 
statement; and was vague and indefinite in its 

urpose, and sweeping In its range. 
r. SHERMAN . Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him for one moment? 

Mr. BOCOCK.. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to refer the gentle- 
man to acase in the Thirty-Fourth Congress, 
where this House expelled two of its members on 
charges very vague, and without being specified. 

a BOCOCK. The charges there were spe- 
cific. ‘ 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not when the original res- 
olution of inquiry was adopted. I will send for 
the Journal, and examine the matter. : 

Mr. BOCOCK. According to my recollection, 
the accusations were specific and express. Atall 
events, they were reduced to that form before the 
persons ch were required to answer them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ill the gentleman from 
Virginia allow me to interrupt him, that I may 
propound a question in re to the Pennsylva- 
nia practice ? . 

r. BOCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As the gentleman has re- 
ferred to the practice of grand juries in Pennsy!- 
vania, I desire to say that they are sworn on oath 
to try the matters given them in charge on spe 
cific bills of indictment; but they have also an un- 
limited power to make presentments to the court 
in regard to such matters and thingsas may come 
within their knowledge. They have-a right to 
do that without any specific charge having been 


sent before that 4 

r. BOCOCK. rs thought the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania wanted the floor to ropound & 
question; is that a question to which he wants an 
answer? ; , 
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1; CAMPBELL. The gentleman referred to 


the practice of grand juries in Pennsylvania. I 
. 





et him right. 
te OCOCK. The sum and substance of the 
centleman’s explanation is, that in Pennsylvania 
rand juror can act as a witness. If he knows 
e sitively of any express criminal act on the part 
Fy any man, he can, on his oath already taken, 
depose to it before the grand jrry; and ee a 
deposing specific accusations may oun 
against the offender. 

Rut what I have said is, that you cannot, be- 
fore agrand jury in Pennsylvania, or in any other 
civilized land, call up a witness and require him 
wo testify Whether he knows of any wrong done 
py a particular individual. You must direct his 
aitention to some particular wrong—well defined 
and specific—before you can force a witness to 
testify in regard to it. ig: 

Why, sir, what would be the condition of 
things, if this were not so? If you were to al- 
low agrand jury to spread its drag-net to catch 
any man in the community and inquire of every 
witness brought up, whether he knew of anything 
wrong being done by such man, who would be 
safe? By whattitle would we hold our reputation, 


wante 


' our safety, and our honor—ay, and our lives? 
Well, will you not extend to the President of the | 
United States the same measure of justice that || 

extend to the humblest. citizen of the land? 

osed to him | 
olitically, that he is yet the President of these | 

Tnited States; that he has been endowed by a le- 


you 
i say to gentlemen who are opp 


al majority of the people with the dignity of the 
Sree ofiice, not only in this land, but in the world. 
in many respects, he represents the nation before 
the world. Gentlemen ought, if not for his sake, 


at lenst for the sake of his position, for the sake | 


of the dignity and honor of the country, to ex- 
tend to him the same measure of fair dealing 
which they would extend to the humblest citizen 
in the mo What the President objects to is, 
not that an accusation has been made. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. SHerman] does him an 
injustice in imputing to him such a motive. He 
objects to the indefinite and sweeping character of 
the accusation. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia has asked for a committee to inquire whether 
the President, or any other officer, has used cor- 
rupt means to have any bill passed through this 


House, &c.; and he did not even say that he had | 
good reason to believe that there was any ground | 
for instituting this inquiry. He did net commit | 


himself on oath, or even on honor, that there was 
probable ground for his charge. 

Now, sir, the President of the United States, 
asa coordinate branch of the Government, has 
rights, given to him under our system, as dear to 
iim as our rightsare tous, Ought he not to stand 
up to defend them, in the name of the people who 
elected him? 

Now, it was my intention, Mr. Speaker, if I 
had goiten the floor originally, to move, without 
debate, that this me e be laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed; leaving gentlemen to insti- 
tute any other action that they might think proper 
to insutute hereafter in regard to it. I make these 
remarks in reply to those made by the gentleman 
from Ohio—— 

Mr. POTTLE. I desire to say that I am ex- 
ceedingly anxious to hear the remarks of the 


gentleman from Virginia, and [am unable to do | 


so by reason of the confusion in this part of the 
House. | ask that order may be maintained. 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible to hear the 
discussion, unless the House of itself aid the Chair 
in keeping order. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Does the gen- 
lleman from Virginia: move to lay the message on 
the table? 

Mr. BOCOCK.. I have not concluded yet. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not heard any 
motion made ae gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I was indicating what L would 
have done if { had got the floor originally. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the gen- 
on from Virginia will not make that mo- 
Mr. BOCOCK. I have made no motion yet. 

Mr. COVODE. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
gima yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BOCOCK. Yes.) 

Mr. COVODE. If the gentleman from Vir- 
gina ls going to submit a motion to lay the mes- 
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| against the President. 


sage on the table, 1 want, before he does so, to have must follow the course 


an opportunity of explaining this matter, because 
I think it is not fully understood. In the resolu- 
tion which I offered, I do not make the charge 
The President himself 
made the charge. He charges in his Centenary 
letter to the people of Pittsburg, that money has 
been used in carrying elections; and I stepped 


| forward to investigate the matter, and to see who 


used that money. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The protest of the Presi- 
dentexpressly excludes that part of the resolution. 

Mr. COVODE. I will explain to the gentleman 
after he gets through. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, with the consent 
of the House, to make any explanation which he 
may choose to make, if I can retain the floor and 
be entitled to reply. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may yicld 
the floor for that purpose. If the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania wishes to make an explanation, he 
may do so. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I would ask, be- 
fore this discussion proceeds further, that the res- 
olutions of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [| Mr. 
Covopg,} to which the message refers, be read. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, they 
will be read. 

Mr.GROW. Will thegentleman from Virginia 
allow me a moment while my colleague is away? 

Mr. BOCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GROW. [ agree with the gentleman from 
Virginia that this is a question of some conse- 


| quence, for it pertains to the rights and duties of | 


coordinate departments of the Government, and 
all such questions are important questions, and 
should be settled calmly and with deliberation, in 
view of the constitutional rights of each of the 
codrdinate departments of the Government. If 
this House proposed an impeachment of the Pres- 
ident by one of its committees, the President’s 
view would be correct. They have no power to 
do such a thing as that. They must present their 


impeachment, and the Senate must try it, if they 
| propose to impeach the President. But the ques- 


tion whether or not improper influences have been 
used by anybody to affect the legislation of the 
country is a proper subject for inquiry and in- 
vestigation by the Representatives of the people. 
It carries with it no penalty or the infliction of 
punishment. 

I go on the supposition, in this case, that if our 
committee should ascertain that the President of 
the United States has been guilty of practices in 
violation of the faithful discharge of his duaty— 
suppose that is the case, (1 make no assertion 
about it)—our committee would ascertain the fact 
and report it to the House; and unless the House 

roposed, under the Constitution, to impeach the 
resident, it would end there, and would carry 
no penalty with it and inflict no punishment. 
That is the distinction between an effort to mm- 
peach an executive officer of the Government and 
an inquiry by the House into influences oper- 


| ating upon the legislation of the country that 


are improper to be exercised by any one. This 
Howse, during the last Congress, raised a com- 
mittee to inquire into the conduct of members of 
the preceding Congress. Suppose we had ascer- 
tained that members of the preceeding Congress 
had been guilty of practices which, if they were 


| then members, would subject them to expulsion: 
|| we could have done nothing. The fact would 


have been reported to the House, and there the 
matter would have ended, the offenders being 
beyond our reach. 

So with executive officers. You investigate the 
facets, and make a report to the House and the 
country, and there you must. stop, unless you 
proceed, as the Constitution provides, to impeach 
them; and then the Constitution provides what 
penalty shall follow the judgment, . In this case, 
the House exercises the same right in reference 
to an executive officer of the Government that you 
exercise in reference to members of Congress, or 
any other citizens. When you make an inquiry 
of this kind into alleged practices calculated to 
corrupt the fountain of political action, the Presi- 
dent stands no higher than any other freeman in 
the Republic, and his conduct is liable to the same 
investigation, and to’ investigation in the same 
way as the conduct of any other citizen, unless 
you propose to attach penalties to it, aud then you 


I will yield the floor to the | 
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prescribed in the Consti- 


| tution for impeachments. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


Mr. WHITELEY. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr.GROW. I hold the floor only by the cour- 
tesy of the gentleman from Virginia, 


Mr. WHITELEY. i only wish to ask the 


| gentleman whether he is willing to vote to inves- 





tigate the conduct of the President without spe- 
cific charges being made by some member of the 


| House, upon his responsibility? 


| to what they meant, 


Mr. FLORENCE. That is what the Presi- 
dent objects to. [Laughter from the Republican 
benches.] He objects that an opportunity was 
not even given to make an inquiry of my colleague, 
{Mr. Covope,] who offered these resolutions, as 
He complains that the 
courtesy was not extended to him that would or- 
dinarily be extended to a common pickpocket, as 
he observes.. That is the objection which the 
President makes; and gentlemen who are discuss- 
ing this subject seem to lose sight of that objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I yielded the floor just now to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Covopr.]} 

Mr. COVODE. Before I proceed, 1 will have 
the resolutions read, for the purpose of correcting 


| the gentleman from Virginia; and then I will ex- 


| plain my position. 
|| The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five members be appointed 


| by the Speaker, for the purpose of investigating whether the 


| handed over a letter for such a 


: 


grave one.. 





President of the United States, or any other officer of the 
sovernment, hag, by money, patronage, or other improper 
means, sought to influence the action of Congress, or any 
committee thereof, for or against the passage of any law 
appertaining to the rights of any State or Territory ; also, to 
inquire into, and investigate whether any officer or officers 
of the Government have, by combination or otherwise, pre- 
vented or defeated, or attempted to prevent or defeat, the 
execution of any law or laws now upon the statute-book, 


| and whether the President has failed or refused to compel 


the execution of any law thereof; and that said committee 
shall investigate and inquire into the abuses at the Chicago 


| or other post offices; and at the Philadelphia and other 


navy-yards; and into any abuses in connection with the 
public buildings and other public works of the United States. 

ind resolved further, That, as the President, in his letter 
to the Pittsburg centenary celebration of the 25th'of Novem- 
ber, 1858, speaks of the employment of money to coerce 
elections, said committee shall inquire into, and ascertain 
the amount so used in Pennsyl] ania and any other State or 
States ; in what districts it was expended, and by whom, 
and by whose authority it was done, and from what source 
the money was derived, and to report the names of the par- 
ties implicated ; and that, for the purpose aforesaid, said 
commaittee shall have power to send for persons and papers, 
and to report at any time. 


Mr. COVODE. Mr. Speaker, you will per- 
ceive that there is no definite and distinct charge 


| made against the President, but the President him- 


self, as I stated, made a charge, and it was my 
wish to investigate the matter, and ascertain who 
had been guilty of this offense. Now, in regard 
to this matter, we had testimony on a previous 
occasion which induced us to believe that the Pres- 
ident himself was privy to the use of money in 
Pennsylvania. We had testimony, and I can 
bring it forward on this floor, that the President 
hy urpose. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, have I not 
grounds to investigate and see what districts this 
money was used in? The President having made 
the charge, I am to investigate it, and see who is 
guilty. I am engaged in that business, and to 
show that no advantage is intended to be taken of 
the President, | will state that the committee have 
agreed to send him the testimony. His very able 
friend, who is a member of that committee, has 
agreed that we shall send a printed copy of the 
testimony to him, to see what reply he has to 
make to it, and to afford him an opportunit? of 
bringing forward rebutting evidence, if he hasany. 
We have it already in evidence, Mr. Speaker—I 
do not know whether it is proper to bring it out 
here 

Several Mempers. Out with it. 

Mr. BRABSON, Allow me one moment, The 





| issue raised between the President of the United 


States and the House of Representatives is a very 
We cannot understand that issue 
unless the message is printed, and we can have 
an opportunity to examine it. I will, therefore, 
move, if it be in order, that the whole subject be 
poned to this day week,and that the message 
» printed. I cannot vote on the subject to-day. 
Mr. COX. I object to this interruption. Let 
the gentleman from Pennsylvaima go on with his 
remarks. 
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Mr. COVODE. Well, without saying that we | 


have it in evidence 


Mr. BRANCH. 





I rise to a question of order. 


I make the point of order that the chairman of the | 


select committee has nota right to divulge upon 
this floor any ex parte statement of the testimony 
that has been taken before the committee. 

Mr. COVODE. I have waived that. I will 
say, inasmuch as a specific charge is asked for, 
that I have the best reason in ‘he world to believe 
that the President himself was consulted with re- 
gard to the use of money in Pennsylvania; and 


that, after a consultation with him that very even- | 


ing, one of his friends went forth to Pennsylva- 


nia, and took money with him to use against us | 


in the election. 
Mr. BRANCH. I rise to a question of order. 
J desire to know if the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia is stating now testimony that has been taken 
before the committee? If he is, I object to it. 
Mr. COVODE. Well, then, if the gentleman 


objects to my stating anything that I know, post- || 
pone this matter untul we can have an opportu- | 


nity of reporting the testimony. The President 
will have an opportunity of reading it, and of pro- 
ducing rebutting testimony. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Will the gentleman allow || 


me to say that I think he mistakes the character 
of the message of the President entirely? The 
President makes no objection to the latter branch 
of the inquiry at all. He objects to the first 
branch of the first resolution, in which the gen- 
tleman did not bring against him any distinct or 
specific charge whatever; but constituting a com- 
mittee to go abroad in the country, and inquire of 
anybody whether he knows aught against the 
conduct of the President in any respect whatever. 
To the latter clause of the resolution, in refer- 


ence to which the enon is speaking, the Pres- | 


ident makes no objection whatever. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will now go on and finish his ex- 
planation, without further interruption. 

Mr. COVODE. I will state that two members 
of this House were expelled in the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress, upon charges more vague and indefi- 
nite than any of the charges in this resolution. 
Here is the preamble and resolution to which I 
refer: 

“Whereas certain statements have been published, 
charging that members of this House have entered into cor- 
rupt combinations, for the purpose of passing and ef pre- 
venting the passage of certain measures now pending be- 
fore Congress: Therefore, 

* Resolved, That a committee, consisting of five mem- 
bers, be appointed by the Speaker, with power to send for 
persons and papers, to investigate said charges; and that 
said committee report the evidence taken, and what action, 
in their judgment, is necessary on the part of the House, 
without any unnecessary delay.”’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have felt an interest, as 
well as the President, in investigating this matter, 
in respect to the use of money in carrying the 
Pennsylvania elections. 1 feel that Pennsylvania 
is the battle-ground, and that the morals of our 
a are being corrupted by the use that is and 
1as been made of money in carrying our elec- 
tions. I want to see an end put to it. I want to 
ferret out the guilty parties. 
party jet it fall 

is charge, of course intended to intimate that it 
was the Rapabiiess party who were guilty. If 
so, let it be known. If, in the investigation of 
this matter, the President can make it appear that 
he is clear, then he will stand better berare the 
country than he does now, and he will be in- 
debted to me for placing him in a position where 
he could set himself right. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to allow me to say one word. [ wish merely 
to present my protest against this document of 
the President of the United States. I contend that 
it is not a communication which is contemplated 
by the Constitution of the United States, which 
authorizes the President to give us * information 
of the state of the Union,” and should not have 
been received. If I had been present when it was 
received, and had known its character, | should 
have respectfully declined its reception. Is ita 
communication in regard to “the state of the 
Union?” If it be, it is competent for the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appear in this Hall 
and make known his views. Sch, we know, is 
his privilege; but if it be, as it seems to be, an 
argument against a matter — inthis House, 
it is an interference in the duties of the legislative 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| Mr. BOCOCK. 
| 
| 
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branch of the Government of the United States; 
an interference in the prerogatives of this House 
of Representatives; and I enter my protest against 
any such exercise of executive influence in this 
branch of the Federal Congress. If he can speak 
in writing, he can orally; and upon this hypoth- 
esis he could come in and debate every question 
that seemed to relate to his duties. 

Mr. LAMAR. I call the gentleman from lowa 
to order. 

Mr. CURTIS. I say it is without precedent, 
without constitutional authority, and a violation 
of the constitutional rights and prerogatives of 

_ this body, for the President to thus attempt to in- 
terfere with the legislative powers of this inde- 

pendent branch of the Government. 

| Mr. LAMAR. | insist upon my point of order, 

and call the gentleman from lowa to order. 

I think the gentleman from 

Towa has rather abused the courtesy I extended 

| to him, in making a speech within mine. 

Mr. CURTIS. If I have abused the gentle- 
man’s courtesy, [am sorry. It was not my in- 
|| tention to intrude further than it seemed necessary 
| for me to define my position, I do not call ita 
— itis only a protest which I may hereafter 
elaborate, against executive interference with the 
| legislative department of Government. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the 
| gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Brasson] who, 
| a few minutes ago, moved to postpone the whole 
| subject, that the reason why he did not put the 
motion to the House was, that the gentleman had 
| not the floor to make the motion, The gentleman 
| from Virginia was entitled to the floor, and the 
| gentleman could not, therefore, move to postpone 
| or make any motion without his consent. The 
Chair thinks it is but respectful to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to make this explanation. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Ifthe gen- 
| tleman from Virginia proposes to move to lay this 
| message on the table before he takes his seat, I 
|| ask that he allow me three or four minutes. 
| Mr. BOCOCK. I will try; but Iam afraid I 
| shall not have time to answer the gentlemen who 
| have already interrupted me. 
| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Lonly want 
_ three or four minutes for the purpose of defend- 
ing my constituent. (Laughter. 

r. JOHN COCHRANE. Thope this matter 
‘| will not be postponed. I think we are as well 
| prepared now to go on with the discussion as we 
| shall be at any future time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I object to the gentleman from 
Virginia farming out the floor. I ask that he 
|, shall go on and make his speech, and then yield 
|, the floor. 
| Mr. BOCOCK. I am very much obliged to the 
|| gentleman from Maryland for assisting me in the 
| enforcement of my rights. I have been desirous 
|| of extending all possible courtesy to gentlemen 
| on all sides; but [ hope I shallow be permitted 
| to go on and finish what I have to say, without 
| further interruption. , 


‘|| In relation to the remarks of the gentleman 








If it fall upon my 4| from lowa, who, a few minutes ago, addressed 
upon them. The President, in | the House upon this subject, (I mean Mre€ur- 


| vis,) [have to say that he is mistaken in suppos- 
| ing that this message of the President isywithout 
precedent. If I remember correctly, President 
|| Jackson, the hero of the Hermitage, once sent a 
|| message to the Senate protesting against the action 
| of that body in relation to himself. 
|| Mr. SHERMAN. I wish simply to say—— 
Mr. BOCOCK. Gentlemen object to my yield- 
| ing further, and I must decline. Why, sir, the 


gentleman from Iowa himself-enters his — 


| here against the President’s protest; and I will 
| leave it with his constituents to decide whether he 
| has violated his constitutional duty. ‘‘ Protest 
vs. protest”’ is the issue made for their decision. 
{n reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvama, 
| (Mr. ee was last up, I do not see that 
| he has, in the least degree, improved his position 
| by his explanation. The President objects that 
the gentleman’s resolution proposes vague and 
indefinite inquiries. Has the gentleman shown 
that the tion is not vague and indefinite? 
Has he shown that the resolution does make spe- 
cific charges, which will direct the committee in 
| their ose or enable the President to defend 
himself 
Mr.COVODE. Ican make the charges definite. 
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| Mr. BOCOCK. The gentl a 
|| charges definite! We Aa wothing a the 
|, what the gentleman can do. The President is» 

ot 


| protesting against what the t 
The Premdent of the United Sue™ Protemae 


’ done; : 
| now speaking about what the gentleman ves 
, lam speaking of the resolution which was aot 
by the gentleman and passed by this Ho ae 





|| against what the gentleman has 


The gentleman says, by way of a 
the President has complcined! that mene? . on 
| been used to carry the elections in Penns * ad 
| and that he had only made the charge orcompla: 

| of the President the basis of the inquiry when 
| has instituted. Why, sir, does the gentle; e 
undertake - say a his resolution was ap 
sponse simply to the statement of th a 
of the United Biates? If I remember rightn 
President speaks of the use of money in the ca : 
sylvania elections. This resolution talks ther 
| corrupt means being used to influence comm); 
tees, and procure the passage of laws throush, 
Congress; it talks about malfeasance jn the Chi- 
| cago post office; in regard to the public buildings. 
| in the Pennsylvania and other navy-yards; about 
failure toexecute laws. Does the gentleman un- 
| dertake to say that all this is in response to the * 
statement of the President that money was use 
to carry the Pennsylvania elections? Ido NOt see 
that the gentleman has mended his case at al] py 
hisexplanation. Take him upon the ground upoy 
which he has chosen to place himself for his jys 
tification—that money has been used to contro the 
elections in Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I should 
be the last man to justify the use of money cor. 
ruptly to carry or control any election; but the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, in the wide |aj- 
tude he has used in reporting what has come to 
his ears, has not even indicated that the Presiden: 
of the United States ever advised or aided jn the 
corrupt use of money. He merely says that the 
President was privy to and proposed to aid in the 
use of money. Well, then, does the gentleman 
mean to say that all use of ot in oe is 
prima facie a corrupt use of it? If he does, then 
he stands before this House as his own accuser, 
and the accuser of his party; because, singular as 

it may appear, it is not a very long time since a 

circular appeared, with the signature of the gen- 
tleman amongst others, in behalf of the Republi- 
can general committee, inviting Republicans al! 
over the North country to contribute money to 
aid his party in the next presidential election. 

Mr. é0VODE. Money only for the circula- 
tion of documents. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will send for the circular. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I have seen such a circular 
published in the newspapers. 1 will give way to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Covone,) 
or the gentleman from Indiana, {Mr. Kixcore,! 
or any other gentleman upon the other side, who 
will rise and say that the circular published in the 
newspapers of the country is a forgery, and that 
they fico not called upon their Republican friends 
in the country to come forward and contribute 
money to aid in carrying the elections. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Lilinois. I will answer 
the gentleman’s auestion. 

r. KILGORE. I have the floor. I will say 
to the gentleman from Virginia that the circular 
to which he refers contains a recommendation to 
the Republican p@rty to furnish means for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the dissemination of useful in- 
formation to enlighten the benighted regions 0! 
Democracy. {Derisive laughter from the Demo- 
cratie benches.} That circular proposes the same 
contribution of money that is proposed by mis- 
sionary societies of Christian churches to sent 
the Bible to the heathen. [Laughter.) | 

Mr. BOCOCK. If the gentleman wishes ' 
send information to his Republican friends, he 's 
doing a. work, for they want it. I object to 
the poli Bible which they send out amons 
the people. It is.a perverted Bible, a false Bible. 
It contains false doctrines; the teachings of false 
prophets is death to the political souls of thos: 
whom it reaches. : 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not the Bible we send 

—ours is the true Bible. 


| 





Mr. BOCOCK. No; you do not send out the - 


Bible of the Lord, for that is true. Yours | ¢ 
Bible made by men. The ceeios than 8 7 , 
amo our people are anything else | 

| litical Exble, according to my conception. 
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with to the American public. . aan gente: | prose, te ou = sident has been discussed is || peachments, the House of Representatives insti- 
+ Not wan from Pennsylvania [Mr. Covope] naw it || unworthy of the dignity of the House of Repre- || tutes these vague and sweeping inquiries against 
4 ‘« sufficient ground for sweeping inquiry about sentatives and the occasion which has called it | high official personages, which these official per- 
Nine mismanagement 1n relation to navy-yards, _ forth. A discussion has been started, out of or- || sonages have no means of understanding, and no 
am buildings, post offices, the een oa aws, | der, - ny judgment, upon the dirty party politics | power to defend themselves against, then I say 
One and almost everything else, that the — ent of || of the day, when the motion is one of reference || the House perverts a legitimate function into a 
ered the United States has spoken of the use o money merely. hat we have before us, and that which || means of oppression and wrong. If the House 
: in carrying elections in ee = it || claims our earnest consideration, is the plea in | had done, in good faith, what the gentleman from 
that comes out by the confession of the gentlemen || abatement, on the part of the President of the Pennsylvania claims it has a right to do, it would 
had themselves, While so indignant in reference to the United States, to the urisdiction of this House. be all right. But if, under the mere pretext of in- 
Mia; jeter of the President to which they make allu- || Shall it be considered at this time and @isposed tending some wholesome legislation, or if, under 
iaee sion, that they—the gentleman from Pennsylva- || of, or shall it be referred to the Committee on the || the mere pretext of inquiring whether or not an 
h he nia, (Mr. Covone,] the accuser here, and his || Judiciary for investigation? Shall we, or shall || impeachment ought to be instituted, the House 
wea wolitical friends—have given a general and wide- || we not, maintain the legislative power and the || has made sweeping and vague inquiries against 
ame spread invitation to the people of their section of independence of the House of Representatives, || high official personages, with a view unjustly to 
ident the Union, who are connected with them politi- |} which have been insulted this day by a Napo- || injure them, then I say that the House has abused 
+ the cally, to come forward and pour out their money leonic decree, coming here as a message from the } its powers, has invaded the rights of a codrdinate 
enn. in order that they may carry the next presidential || President of the United States? I insist that the | branch of the Government, and has justly sub- 
bet election. j debate shall be confined to the question before us, | jected itself to a protest from the — 
mit. The ine Sas: ees! ees) - that it shall not be allowed to wander off from |. Says err gontioman Som | a ** you 
Duc} raceful and cour d d . | instituted inquiry In the last House o epresent- 
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ings: forward and takes upon himself to defend that || whole question is open to debate on the motion || preceding Congress, while you could not act 
bout investigation. He shoulders the responsibility— || to refer, and therefore overrules the point of or- |! against them, and where no legislation was in- 
1 Une and broad shoulders it requires to bear the re- || der raised by the gentleman from New York. | tended.’’ He asks very properly, if the facts be 
>the * nsibility of that movement. The gentleman Mr. BOCOCK. The Chair overrules the point || as he states them, what right had the House to 
used from Indiana is the man, I understand, who of order raised by the gentleman from New York, || institute an inquiry in relation to the action of 
Ot see ledged that the candidate for Printer of this || and very properly. hat gentleman, who an- || members of a preceding Congress, for which they 
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upon devote one half of the profits of the office for the || the Republican party ‘‘ for this session,’’ comes || gard to the subject was intended? He says that 
3 Jus- purpose of carrying the next — election || forward, in his character of ally, and lectures us || in regard to the charges against the President of 
oI the for the Republican party. [ pplause and laugh- || upon dignity and what is the a proceeding || the United States, perhaps no punishment is in- 
ould ter from the Democratic, and cries of ** Order!” || for us to pursue, I bow in humble acknowledg- || tended. ‘* No punishment intended !”” Why, sir, 
- cor- from the Republican benches. ] ment of the deep debt of gratitude we owe to the || to proclaim to the world, in effect, that there is 
t the Mr. KILGORE. There were no corrupt pur- |} gentleman from New York for his lecture on dig- || good reason to believe that the President of the 
lati- poses sought to be subserved. ; nity. Is he not, of all others, the proper member | United States has been engaged in corrupt prac- 
ne to Mr.BOCOCK. Ohno! Ifthe President hap- || to deliver such a lecture? Verily, it appears so || tices, which should be exposed; to open the door 
ident pens to have known of the use of money in elec- || to me. I dismiss him summarily. : for men everywhere to come forward here and 
n the tions, then everything is corrupt, and a commit- When I was interrupted, I was showing to the | swear to private conversations and other mys- 
it the tee of investigation must, forsooth, be forthwith || House that the gentleman from Pennsylvania || terious circumstances in connection with the 
n the raised, with power to inquire into everything. || [Mr. Covope] and the gentleman from Indiana || President, even although you do not intend to 
eman Not so with the gentlemen of the other side. They || [Mr. Kircore] had not, in my judgment, par- || found any impeachment upon these proofs; is 
ns is may divide the profits of the public printing; they || ticularly aided their cause by the explanations | all that no punishment? Will you say, after that, 
then may call upon the people of their party every- || which they have volunteered. The ground upon || that no punishment has been inflicted on that of- 
user, where to come forward and pour out their mone which they put their defense for appealing for || ficer? Is it no punishment to a man in high posi- 
ar as tocarry the next presidential election, and it isall || money to the people to use for the purposes of | tion, who cares for his character and his honor; 
nce a right, . the Republican party in the next presidential can- who values the trust reposed in him by the people, 
gen- Mr. KILGORE. Let the circular be read. vass is, that that money is to be used merely for || as an evidence of their confidence and respect? Is 
ubli- Mr. HASKIN. Will the gentleman from Vir- || the circulation of documents. The circular in- || it no punishment, I say, to a man like that, to 
18 all ginia yield to me for five minutes? sinuates that small amounts will be thanfully re- || have it declared to the people of the United States 
ey to Mr. BOCOCK. I cannot, now. ceived; but the gentleman from Indiana has indi- | that there is good ground to believe that he has 
n. Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I will read an ex- |} cated that not a particle of objection will be made |) been guilty of corrupt practices? I need not ap- 
cula- tract from the circular. to large ones. He was willing to insist that half || peal to any sensitive and honorable man in this 
Mr. KILGORE. Read it all. of the profits to be derived from the printing for Tienes to answer that question. It would be a 
cular. Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I will read the sub- || this House should be contributed to the election- || severe infliction for any of these gentlemen them- 
cular stantial part of it. [Cries from the Republican || eering uses of the Republican party. It is all || selves; and they know it. 
ay to benches, ** Read it all!’’] Here it is : right and proper that hey should have the com- Now, let not gentlemen undertake to mystify 
ODE,} “The number of documents that will be required will || mand of money, and that they should use it in || this subject. Let no gentleman of the House, on 
ORE, | call for a large expenditure, anc’ justifies the request for as- || elections, and it is to be assumed by us, by at | such a grave occasion, attempt to do injustice to 
, who Soroed euctiaintons bee Geen Pomeeet po thay acrvren ad body, that it is only to be dovdend to the publi- || the issue which the President of the United States 
in the publie contractors, which they do not hesitate to levy, are || cation and dissemination of documents; but, sir, || has made. The President of the United States 
1 that able to raise a large fund for their party operations. The || if anybody else employs money for election pur- || has not denied the right of this House to institute 
iends ee wy y ee the voluntary sorte: poses, it is, upon their course of argument, to be || specific inquiries into his conduct with a view to 
“ibute each club, ot peruén, ioe ae lay b0 contacheen, wana taken instantly for granted that some corrupt 1 impeachment. What he has denied is the pro- 
a contribution to purchase documents. ‘The price for || purpose is sought to be subserved. This incon- riety of the House of Representatives undertak- 
swer rune pamphiets of eight pages is fifty cents a hun- || sistency, this unfairness, this double-dealing, I || ing to institute a general and sweeping inquiry 
ree, 01 sixteen pages, one dollar a hundred; of twenty-four || ohiect to. Now, if they can use money and not |! against him without letting him know what spe- 
i pages, one dollar and fifty cents a hundred.” ee | oF : 
say Mr. DUNN 7 ; j be corrupt in it, why cannot other — use || cific charges he has to meet, and without any al- 
reular pane mpesehen? What is the price of the eight- money without using it corruptly? , hy ee || legation being made by any a that rset ood 
jon to . a ' assumed by them necessarily that if money be || reason to believe that a particular wrong has been 
» pur- é EE of Illinois. Fifty cents employed a others, it is corruptly employed? || done—opening the door ts witnesses to come from 
ul in- Mr VALID ter. That is the thing I object to. the North, the South, the East, and the West, to 
ns of eee as JIGHAM. Here are the names And now, it may be proper for me to say a || swear to vague and indefinite matters of suspicion 
Jemo- om are signed to it: word in relation to the position taken by the other || against the President of the United States. In my 
same We ore, very te : ssfelty and, a ae —— from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Grow.] If || opinion it is a great wrong. un & 
y mis- JAMES W. GRIMES, E. B. WASHBURNE, understood him correctly, he claimed that the | Gentlemen over the way, and someon this side, 
send L. F. 8. FOSTER, (Iiinois,) || House had the right to make these sweeping in- || have intimated that they are not now precisely 
JOHN Patron DAVID KILGORE, uiries; and on what ground did he put it? As || prepared to dispose of this matter. It was my 
es to E.G. SPAULDING, J. L. N. STRATTON.” Taenmend it, he claims that the House of Rep- || purpose, Mr. Speaker, originally, to move that 
he is Mr. FLORENCE. I will read the heading, and |! resentatives has jurisdiction of such matters in || the message be laid on the table, and ordered to 
ect to the House will then know who are the officers. || two capacities. The one is, as the body to frame || be printed. That would not preclude any action 
mong ware” impeachments to be tried by the Senate; the other || that the House might hereafter desire to take in 
Bible. rman aaren ag 1808, is, as one of the coérdinate branches of the Le- || regard toit. It might be debated in the Committée 
=, a ee oma eee Arn 4 gislature. kamen a the oom sumaies an of the ae on = ome of on ew gt wae 
«J. W. Grimes, lowa’ a SG Snocldine, WY., || POSition, and that it has a right to do anything || men might base resolutions on it. Bu el som 
“ L.F.8. Foster,Conn., “ John B. Alley, Mass.,’ || that is necessary and proper to enable it to carry | reluctance now to move to lay it on the table. I 
> send (Senate.) « . B. Washburn, Ill., || out its jurisdiction in these respects. The House || want, however, to have the message printed; and I 
David Kilgore, Ind., || of Representatives has the right to make such in- || am willing to make any motion that will beaccept- 
ut the | ai i, Se lead eiiietrece’ quiries as they may think will conduce to whole- || able to the House—to postpone it to aday certain, 
Les Preston Kine, ‘aoe ’ || some legislation. It has also the right to institute || or to do anything else with it, except refer it to 
send Georce Harrineton, Secretary. || specific ae with a view to put official per- || the Judiciary Committee. If the House think 
@ po- Joun Covonr, Treasurer.” sonages on their trial before the Senate. But if, || proper, I will move to postpone it toa day cer- 


Mr. HASKIN. . I rise toa point of order. I |] under cover and pretense of intending to legislate, || tain, and let the subject come up again. 











man name ? 


Mr. BRANCH. 


I would suggest to the gen- || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 




















| vate bill day. 
Tellers were ordered on the second; and Messrs. 


tleman from Virginia, that to accomplish his ob- || ELy, and Awpersoy of Missouri, were appointed. 


jectand give an opportunity to members to discuss || 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


this very grave question—which there is a general || ayes ninety-five; noes not counted. 


desire to discuss—he submit a motion that the || 


message be referred to tlic Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It could not be reached in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
but I wall accept the modification of the gentle- 
man from Virginia that it be postponed to any 
day he may name. 

Mr. BOCOCK. As the gentleman is specially 
charged with the business, | will take such day 
as he may name. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Say this day two weeks, 

Mr. BOCOCK. Very weil; let it be postponed 
till this day two weeks. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The French spoliation bill 
has been postponed till that day by a vote of the 
House this morning. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Well; let it be this day three 
weeks, 

Mr. FLORENCE. That will be the time for 
holding the Charleston convention, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. That is so; and 
there are many members who would like to teke 
part m this Eoossaion who will be necessarily 
absent at that time. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Then let it be this day week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All next week is covered 
by special orders; but | believe there is nothing 
in the way for this day three weeks. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Then I forego making any 
motion, except that the message be printed, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move that the sub- 
ject be postponed tll this day three weeks; and 
on that I call for the previous question. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There are evi- 
dently two sides to this question, and we would 
like to discuss it on this side. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why not go on with it now? 

Mr. GROW. Ali next week is taken up. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, why not go on with 
it to-day and to-morrow? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will insist upon my ori- 
ginal motion, as | find such a diversity of opinion 
in the House... I)move that the message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
that they have leave to report upon ii at any time; 
and upon that motion IJ call the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman with- 
draw the demand for the previous question for 
five minutes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. ; 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman who is the chairman of the select 
committee. I desire to ask him if notice was 
given by the committee to the President of the 
resolution under which they act? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Oh, thatis not 
before the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must insist upon the de- 
mand for the previous question. The gentleman 
from Virginia can ascertain that fact from some 
member of the committee. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to allow us to keep this message before 
the Honse, so that we can discuss it. It is an 
important and grave subject that is presénted by 
the President, and if it does not meet the views 
of a majority of the House to consider it to-day, 
we might postpone it to a day certain. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my motion is adopted, 

the Committee on the Judiciary can bring the 
subject before the House at any time. I there- 
fore insist upon the demand for the previous 
question, 
Mr. BURNETT. lLask for tellers onseconding 
the previous question. We, upon this side of 
the House, are ready to go on with this discus- 
sion how. 

Mr. BRANCH. If the previous question is 
sustained, will it be in order to move to postpone 
the consideration of this message to a given-day? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order. 

Mr. BRANCH. Well then, I hope the pre- 
vious question will be voted down; and I will 
move to : until to-morrow, at one o’clock. 
Let us go on with the discussion then. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


So the previous question was seconded, 

_ Mr. VALLANDIGHAM., Idemand ihe yeas 
n ordering the main question. This 
| side of the onpe is ready for this debate now, 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Lb would ask if, 
| under the new rules, the effect of a refusal to order 
the main question will net be that the discussion 
| shall proeead now? 
| The SPEAKER. | It will have that effect. 
| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I hope that the 
| eall of the yeas and nays on the main question 


| 
_and nays u 


| 


| will be dispensed with, and that we shall take 
| them on the question of reference. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM., No sir; I propese 
to defeat the ordering of the main question, so that 
the discussion may go on now. 

i : - : ; : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 

| the affirmative—yeas 109, nays 74; as follows: 
| VYEAS8—Messrs. Charlies F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashiey, Beale, 
Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbet!, Carey, Car- 
ter, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Cartis, H. Winter 
Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
| ton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
| Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hetmick, Hickman, 
Hill, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, 
Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, Maynard, McKean, McKnight, 
Millward, Laban T. Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morsc, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Berry, Pettit, Porter, 
Potter, Pottle, Quarles, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Seranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
| Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wal- 
| dron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. Wash- 
| burne, Israe) Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—109. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Alien, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashmore, 

Barksdale, Barr, Barrett, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyec, 
Branch, Burch, Burnett, Burroughs, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cooper, Cox, 
James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, 
De Jarmette, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Florence, 
| Fouke, Garnett, Hamilton, Hardeman, Joon T. Harris, 
Hindman, Holman, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, Lamar, Landrum, Logan, Love, Charles D. 
Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Mill- 
son, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Phelps, Pugh, Reagan, 
James C, Robinson, Schwartz, Simms, Singleton, Stall- 
worth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stout, Taylor, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, Winsiow, and Wright 
—7A. 

So the main question was ordered to be put. 
During the roll-call, 
| 
| 





Mr. AVERY, when his name was called, said: 
I intended to have started for home with my fam- 
| ily this morning, and 1 am paired off with Mr. 
| Kinuiueer. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD stated that Mr. Gartrete 
| was confined to his room by severe indisposition, 
| and was paired off with Mr. Stevens, of Penn- 
| sylvania, until Tuesday next. 
Mr. LAMAR stated that Mr. Davis, of Mis- 
sissippi, had paired off with Mr. Moorneap. 
Mr. WHITELEY stated that he had paired 
| off until Wednesday next with Mr. McPuerson; 
| otherwise he would have voted ‘‘no.”’ 
Mr. MeQUEEN stated that Mr. Bonnam was 
| still confined to his room by indisposition, and had 
aired off with Mr. Invine until Monday next. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY stated that he was paired 
| off with his colleague, Mr. Junky, on aH political 
questions, and therefore could not vote. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri, announced that 
his colleague; Mr. Nogx, was detained from the 
House by sickness. 

Mr. BRANCH announced that his colleague, 
Mr. Rurrin, was detained in his room by indis- 
position. 

Mr. SCOTT stated that he was paired off with 
Mr. Trai, or he would have voted “‘ no.”’ 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM announced that Mr. 
PenpDLeTon was still detained from the House by 


sickness. 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that after this vote he 
was paired off for the day with Mr. Waxpron. 

Mr. FRANK announced that Mr. Ferry was 
paired off with Mr. Macray, and Mr. Burnuam 
with Mr. Sickues. 

Mr. BABBITT, who was not within the 
when his name was called, asked leave to vete; 
but objection was made. 

The result of the vote having been announced, 








| Swerman’s motion te refer the m 








March 29, 


The SPEAKER. What day will the gentle- Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. To-morrow is pri- || as above recorded, the question recy: 


rred on M,. 


_ Committee on the Judiciary, with © to the 
at any time, and that said mensage bens’, report 
| Mr. BURNETT. Task for the yeas any . 
"Ir, BARKSDALE. Te 
Mr. . E. LIeall f 

| wee a nays. 7 or tellers on the 
|| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, 
| Fewron were appointed, 8. Branen ang 
|| Mr. BRANCH. I would like to ask the Chai 

|| whether this resolution, or that clause of jt a r 
|| gives power to the committee to report at _ 
| ume, can be passed by a majority vote of mu 
! House? c 


Nays 


| Mr. SHERMAN. It is too late to raise that 
| question, 
| Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. There was 
| objection when the proposition was made. ” 
| Mr. BRANCH. I will make no objection now 
| if we can have any understanding as to when th, 
subject is to be reported back from the Commit. 
tee on the J ates : 
Mr. SHERMAN. That will be for the com. 
mittee to say. 
Mr. BRANCH. I must confess that | have 
very great reluctance in sending this subject to 
a standing committee without some knowled 
on the part of the House as to when it wil] be 
brought back; because there is a very general de. 
sire to discuss it in the House. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There are represeniatiyes 
I believe, of every political complexion, on the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and I suppose the 
gentleman can be informed of the action of the 
committee at any time. It is not likely that they 
will bring it into the House at a time when we do 
not want to consider it. 
Mr. BRANCH. I will reserve the point which 
I make for the present; but I do not desire to be 
| considered as waiving. it, if I choose to make it 
| hereafter. 
- The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the 
+ objection would have been a out one if it had 
been made originally; but that it is too late t 
make itnow. Common consent was given to the 
reception of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 
Mr. BRANCH... Well, Mr. Speaker, the point 
that I make is not on the introduction of the reso- 





lution or motion at all, but-upon its passage. | 
made the same point the other day, on the intro- 
duction of a resolution, and the Speaker ruled that 
I was too late;-but afterwards sustained the point 
of order, that the resolution must pass by a two- 


thirds vote. I have now attempied to conform 
my point to that decision. 
The SPEAKER. . The motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio has been received, and the main 
uestion ordered upon it; and the Chair supposes 
that itis, therefore, too late to raise the point now. 
Mr..BRANCH. That does not follow at all. 
I did not know, and no member of the House 
could know, but what the Speaker would, of his 
own accord, when he came to announce the re- 
| sult, say that the motion was not carried, unless 
two thirds voted in favor of it. I cannot raise the 
| point—in a parliamentary sense the point is not 
susceptible of being raised—until the Speaker 
rises for the purpose of announcing the result of 
the vote. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Is debate 
order, the main question having been ordered? 
The SPEAKER. No debate is in order; but 
this is a suggestion very proper to be made by the 
gentleman om North Carolina to the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, Yes; but no 
objection was made to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio when it was submitted. 

Mr. BRANCH. Iam makinga point of order, 
and I believe that not more than one point of order 
can be made ata time. fSaeaies 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. But it 1s not 
in order to debate the point of order after the main 
question has been ordered. sae 

Mr. BURNETT: [have no disposition to com” 

sume the time of the House by having the a 
and nays: If the Committee on the Jus 
ciary, who are toliave this subject in charge, will, 
when’ they make their report, postpone it for ® 

ity of discuss 
e yeas and 


~~ 


day or two, and 


id give us an opportunit 
ing it, I will withdraw the call for 
nays, with that 


. JOHN COCHRANE. I call for a divi* 
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